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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 


Proclamation 3843 
NATIONAL JEWISH HOSPITAL SAVE YOUR BREATH MONTH 
By the President of the United States of America 


A Proclamation 


Most of us never think about how we breathe. Those who have never 
fought for air take breathing for granted. Yet increasing numbers of 
Americans every year face the prospect of a chronic chest or lung 
disease that can turn this normally easy act into a struggle for life. 


An estimated 10 million Americans are afflicted by emphysema, 
asthma, and other crippling respiratory ailments. These chronic 
diseases combine to rank tenth on the list of the Nation’s killers. Almost 
a third of the deaths that occur among our infants under one year old 
are caused by a respiratory disease—often within the first 28° d: iys of 


life. 


Twenty years ago, 2,300 people died in one year from emphysema 
and chronic bronchitis. In 1965, the number was more than ten times 


as high; unless this rate is checked, it is estimated that the number 
this year will exceed 40,000. 


Emphysema attacks its victims in the prime of life and removes 
experienced and productive workers from the Nation’s labor force. 
In a year, as many as 19,000 new emphysema victims are so badly 
disabled as to become eligible for disability insurance benefits under 
our Social Security programs—$90 million in disability benefits are 
paid annually to those who have been afflicted by this disease. 


More than 5 million Americans are suffering from asthma. It kills 
several thousands of us every year. 


The National Jewish Hospital in Denver, Colorado, has led the 
Nation in the care and treatment of those afflicted by chronic respira- 
tory diseases. It has helped focus our attention on the need for research 
and specialized facilities for those who suffer from these afflictions. 


The need for research is urgent. Our United States Public Health 
Service is working diligently to solve some of the tragic riddles of 
chest and lung disease. The National Institute of Allergy and Infec- 
tious Diseases is a leader in this research. Many private facilities are 
deeply involved in this work with the help of public and private 
grants, 

The need for more treatment and rehabilitation facilities also is 
urgent. The National Center for Chronic Disease Control, for instance, 
is developing treatment methods capable of restoring a considerable 
measure of self-sufficiency to those who have been rendered nearly 
helpless because of shortness of breath brought on by severely advanced 
emphysema. These rehabilitation techniques are in need of nationwide 
application. 

In order to emphasize the major public health problem presented 
by chronic respiratory diseases, the Congress, by a joint resolution 
approved April 5, 1968, has requested the President to issue a procla- 


mation designating April 1968 as National Jewish Hospital Save 
Your Breath Month. 
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THE PRESIDENT 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby designate the month of April 
1968 as National Jewish Hospital Save Your Breath Month, and I 
urge the people of the United States to learn the danger signs of 
chronic respiratory diseases, to seek prompt medical help, and to 
observe appropriate medical safeguards for their respiratory health. 

IN WiTNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
eighth day of April, in the year of our Lord ninteen hundred and sixty- 
eight, and of the Independence of the United States of America the 
one hundred and ninety -second. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4299 ; Filed, Apr. 8, 1968 ; 12: 46 p.m.] 
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THE PRESIDENT 


Proclamation 3844 


PAN AMERICAN DAY AND PAN AMERICAN WEEK, 1968 
By the President of the United States of America 


A Proclamation 








































A year ago, the Presidents of the American Republics and the Prime 
Minister of Trinidad and Tobago met at Punta del Este—to chart the 
course of the Alliance for Progress for the next “Decade of Urgency”. 


They proclaimed “their decision to achieve to the fullest measure the 
free, just, and democratic social order demanded by the peoples of 
the Hemisphere”. 


This demand calls for revolutionary change—within a democratic 
framework—of economic, social and political institutions to permit the 
full participation of the people in all aspects of national life. 

In affirming their dedication to such change the Presidents at Punta 
del Este said : 


“We will modernize the living conditions of our rural populations, 
raise agricultural productivity in general, and increase food produc- 
tion for the benefit of both Latin America and the rest of the world. 


“We will vigorously promote education for development. 


“We will harness science and technology for the service of our 
peoples. 


“We will expand programs for improving the health of the American 
peoples. 

“We will lay the physical foundations for Latin American economic 
integration through multinational projects. 


“Latin America will create a common market. 


“We will join in efforts to increase substantially Latin American 
foreign-trade earnings. 
“Latin America will eliminate unnecessary military expenditures.” 
We have been true to these resolves: 
—The Inter-American Cultural Council has approved a program 
and Special Fund to modernize teaching methods in Latin 


America, and to forge regional cooperation in science and 
technology for development. 


—Food production in Latin America during 1967 showed an over- 
all increase of 6 percent over 1966. 


—The International Coffee Agreement, further strengthened by 
the creation of a Coffee Diversification Fund, holds the promise 
of protection against disastrous price fluctuations. 


—Additional resources for the Inter-American Development Bank 
and the Central American Bank for Economic Integration has 
enabled these institutions to finance more roads, power projects 
and telecommunications to draw the people of Latin America 
closer together. 


—With the organization of the Andean Development Corporation, 
the Governments of Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru 
and Venezuela have taken an important step toward a common 
market for all of Latin America. 






—The Central American Common Market and the Latin Amer- 
ican Free Trade Area have established a consultative mech- 
anism looking toward gradual combination of the two trading 
areas into the Latin American Common Market. 









—The Inter-American Export Promotion Center, by stimulating 

the sale of Latin American manufactured products, will increase 
foreign-trade earnings and thus provide more jobs and higher 
income for more people. 
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THE PRESIDENT 


These and other dynamic advances tell the story of common action 
to make the promise of a better life a reality for more people—in more 
jobs, increased educational opportunities, higher income, expanding 
food supplies, fuller participation in the political process, and greater 
human dignity. 


The promise of the Americas is to establish in this Hemisphere 
societies free from the fear of want, ignorance, prejudice and disease. 
We know from what 450 million Americans have ac -omplished to date 
that this vision is within the reach of our generation. To make it a 
reality, we must rededicate our energies, our skills and our commit- 
ments to the process of peaceful—but revolutionary—change. 


So I ask the people of the United States to ally themselves firmly 
with their Government in these crucial years, and to become active 
partners and participants in the continuing fulfillment of the historic 
pledge of Punta del Este to the Hemisphere that is our home. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby se ‘laim Sunday, April 14, 
1968, as Pan American Day, and the wee ik beginning April 14 and end- 
ing April 20 as Pan American Week: and I call upon the Governors 
of the fifty States of the Union, the Governor of the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, and the officials of all other areas under the flag of the 
United States to issue similar proclamations, 

Further,/I call upon this Nation to rededicate itself to the funda- 
mental goal of the inter-American system, embodied in the Charter of 
the Organization of American States, the Charter of Punta del Este, 
and the Declaration of American Presidents: social justice and eco- 
nomic progress within the framework of individual freedom and 
political liberty. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
eighth day of — in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and 


sixty-eight, and of the Independence of the United States of America 
the one hundred and ninety-second. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4300; Filed, Apr. 8, 1968; 12: 46 p.m.] 
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THE PRESIDENT 


Proclamation 3845 
LOYALTY DAY, 1968 


By the President of the United States ,of America 


A Proclamation 


Ten years ago, Congress set aside May 1st of every year as Loyalty 
Day—a time for all Americans to reaffirm their devotion to our 
national ideals. 


This year Loyalty Day comes at a time when the most cherished 
beliefs of our Nation are being put to stern tests. It is a time when 
all of us should think deeply upon our principles, reaffirm their 
essential integrity, and bear witness to them in our lives. 


We believe in freedom. So loyally let us act to make men free. 


We believe in peace. So let us pursue it along every road of honor. 


We believe in equality. So let us do what we must to assure it for all. 


We believe in justice. So let us revere and uphold the law upon which 
justice rests. 


Moreover, we believe these principles are compatible. Freedom need 
not be sacrificed for peace, nor equality sought at the expense of justice. 


Yet their achievement is not easy. It will come only if we are a 
people so united in our beliefs that we are not divided in our loyalties. 


On Loyalty Day, 1968, every American should pause to look within 
himself and put a measure to the depths of his beliefs. Then let us act 
upon them, a free and united people, loyal as always to our heritage 
as Americans. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, do call upon the people of the United 
States, and upon all patriotic, civic, and educational organizations, to 
observe Wednesday, May 1, 1968, as Loyalty Day, with appropriate 
ceremonies in which all of us may join in a reaffirmation of our loyalty 
to the United States of America. 

I also call upon appropriate officials of the Government to display 
the flag of the United States on all Government buildings on that day 
as a manifestation of our loyalty to the Nation which that flag 
symbolizes. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
eighth day of April, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred’ and 
sixty-eight and of the Independence of the United States of America 
the one hundred and ninety-second. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4340; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 9:42 a.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter Vill—Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Sugar), Department of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER B—SUGAR REQUIREMENTS AND 
QUOTAS 


[Sugar Reg. 811, Amdt. 4] 


PART 811—CONTINENTAL SUGAR 
REQUIREMENTS AND AREA QUOTAS 


Requirements and Quotas for 1968 


Basis and purpose and statement of 
bases and considerations. The purpose of 
this amendment to Sugar Regulation 811 
(32 F.R. 18083, 33 F.R. 529, 2436, and 
2884) is to rescind the quarterly limita- 
tions on imports from foreign countries 
pursuant to the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended (61 Stat. 922, as amended), 
hereinafter referred to as the “Act.” 


Quarterly marketing limitations are 
no longer necessary to obtain an orderly 
flow of sugar, and limitations on total 
raw sugar imports from foreign coun- 
tries during the second quarter of 1968 
are rescinded. All obligations under ap- 
proved set-aside agreements to import 
sugar during the second quarter pur- 
suant to Sugar Regulation 817 will con- 
tinue in effect. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Agriculture by the Act, Part 
811 of this chapter is hereby amended by 
rescinding paragraph (d) of § 811.63. 
(Secs. 201, 202, 207, 403; 61 Stat. 923 as 
amended, 924 as amended, 927 as amended, 


932 as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1111, 1112, 1117, 
1153) 


Effective date. This action rescinds the 
limitation on second quarter imports 
from foreign countries. In order to pro- 
mote orderly marketing, it is essential 
that all persons selling and purchasing 
sugar for consumption in the continental 
United States be able as soon as possible 
to make plans based on changes in the 
marketing opportunities. Therefore, it 
is hereby determined and found that 
compliance with the notice, procedure 
and 30-day effective date requirements in 
5 U.S.C. 553 is unnecessary, impractica- 
ble, and contrary to the public interest 
and this amendment shall become effec- 
tive when filed for public inspection in 
the Office of the FepERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on April 4, 
1968. 


JOHN A. SCHNITTKER, 
Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-4253; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.) 
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Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 


[Grapefruit Reg. 66, Amdt. 7] 


PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 


Limitation of Shipments 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the ap- 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore- 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa- 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita- 
tion of shipments of grapefruit, as here- 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 


(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con- 
trary to the public interest to give pre- 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef- 
fective date of this amendment until 30 
days after publication thereof in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that 
the time intervening between the date 
when information upon which this 
amendment is based became available 
and the time when this amendment must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi- 
cient; and this amendment relieves re- 
strictions on the handling of grapefruit 
grown in Florida. 

Order. The provisions of § 905.495 
(Grapefruit Regulation 66; 32 F.R. 12907, 
16525, 17925, 33 F.R. 221, 847, 3214, 4561) 
are hereby amended in the following 
respects: 

The text of paragraph (a) (1) and sub- 
division (i) and (iii) thereof are revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 905.495 Grapefruit Regulation 66. 

(a) *- ¢*s 

(1) During the period beginning 
April 8, 1968, through September 8, 1968, 
no handler shall ship between the pro- 
duction area and any point outside there- 
of in the continental United States, 
Canada or Mexico: 

(i) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which do not grade 
at least U.S. No. 1 Bronze; 


(iii) Any seedless grapefruit, grown in 
Regulation Area I, which do not grade 
at least U.S. No. 1 Bronze; 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: April 5, 1968. 
Pau. A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4291; Filed, Apr. 8, 
11:17 a.m.] 


1968; 


[Grapefruit Reg. 9, Amdt. 5] 


PART 944—FRUIT; IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 


Grapefruit 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 
8e of the Agricultural Marketing Agree- 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674), the provisions of paragraph 
(a) of Grapefruit Regulation 9 (§ 944.105, 
32 F.R. 12938, 17425, 33 F.R. 848, 3215, 
4561) are hereby amended as follows: 

1. Paragraph (a) is amended to read as 
follows: 


(a) On and after April 8, 1968, the 
importation into the United States of 
any grapefruit is prohibited unless such 
grapefruit is inspected and meets the 
following requirements: 


2. Paragraph (a)(1) is amended to 
read as follows: 


(1) Seeded grapefruit shall grade at 
least U.S. No. 1 Bronze and be of a size 
not smaller than 3151s inches in diameter, 
except that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of seeded grapefruit smaller than 
such minimum size shall be permitted, 
which tolerance shall be applied in 
accordance with the provisions for the 
application of tolerances, specified in the 
U.S. Standards for Florida Grapefruit; 
and 


It is hereby found that it is imprac- 
ticable, unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no- 
tice, engage in public rule-making pro- 
cedure, and postpone the effective time 
of this amendment beyond that herein- 
after specified (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (a) 
the requirements of this amended im- 
port regulation are imposed pursuant to 
section 8e of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
US.C. 601-674), which makes such regu- 
lation mandatory; (b) such regulation 
imposes the same restrictions on imports 
of all grapefruit as the grade and size 
restrictions being made applicable to the 
shipment of all grapefruit grown in Flor- 


10, 1968 
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ida under amended Grapefruit Regula- 
tion 66 (§ 905.495); (c) compliance with 
this amended import regulation will not 
require any special preparation which 
cannot be completed by the effective time 
hereof; and (d) this amendment relieves 
restrictions on the importation of grape- 
fruit. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated, April 5, 1968, to become effective 
April 8, 1968. 
Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4292; Filed, Apr. 8, 
11:17 a.m.] 


1968; 


Title 14— AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tation 


[Docket No. 68-CE-6-AD; Amdt. 39-579] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Cessna Model 177 Aircraft 


There have been reports of oscillation 
in the longitudinal control system on 
Cessna Model 177 aircraft. This condi- 
tion occurs when the airplane is flown 
in a slip, such as during a crosswind 
landing with wing flaps set in excess of 
15 degrees, engine power reduced or off, 
and a center of gravity in the forward 
one-third of the c.g. envelope. This con- 
dition can result in the loss of control 
during landing and in possible structural 
damage. 

Cessna has designed a guard which 
will restrict the flap travel to approxi- 
mately 15 degrees. Cessna Service Letter 
No. SE68-13, dated March 30, 1968, pro- 
vides information to install this guard. 
Current production aircraft will be 
equipped with a guard by the factory. 
Since this condition is likely to exist or 
develop in other aircraft of the same 
type design, which have not been modi- 
fied, an airworthiness directive is being 
issued requiring all Cessna Model 177 
aircraft hereinafter listed to be modified 
within the next 10 hours’ time in service 
in accordance with Cessna Service Letter 
No. SE68-13. 

Since immediate adoption is required 
in the interest of safety, compliance with 
the notice and public procedure provi- 
sions of the Administrative Procedures 
Act is not practical and good cause exists 
for making this rule effective in less than 
thirty (30) days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 13697), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia- 
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tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


Cessna. Applies to Model 177, Serial Numbers 
177-00001 through 1777-01152, Aircraft. 


Compliance: Required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent oscillation in the longitudinal 
control system, accomplish the following: 

(A) Within 10 hours’ time in service after 
the effective date of this airworthiness direc- 
tive, modify the flap system by the installa- 
tion of Cessna P/N 170094-1, in accordance 
with the instructions contained in Cessna 
Service Letter No. SE68-13, dated March 30, 
1968, or any other method approved by the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Federal Aviation Administration, 
Central Region. 

(B) Cessna P/N 170094-1 referred to in 
paragraph A may be removed when a 
modification is installed which has been ap- 
proved by the Chief, Engineering and Manu- 
facturing Branch, Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Central Region, and by Cessna Air- 
craft Company, Commercial Division. 


This amendment becomes effective 
April 11, 1968. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on April 2, 
1968. 
DANIEL E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4247; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-EA-115] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Designation of Federal Airways 


On February 2, 1968, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 2531) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering designating V-333 from 
Crossville, Tenn., 1,200 feet AGL to Lex- 
ington, Ky. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 


In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, June 20, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.123 (33 F.R. 2009) 
added as follows: 


V-333 from Crossville, Tenn., 12 AGL Lexing- 
ton, Ky. 


V-333 is 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation “Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C, 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 3, 
1968. 
T. McCorMack, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 


iF.R. Doc. 68-4248; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 70—-WEDNESDAY, APRIL 


Title 28B—JUDICIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 


Chapter I—Department of Justice 
[Order No. 393-68] 


PART O—ORGANIZATION OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Subpart AA—Bureau of Narcotics 
and Dangerous Drugs 


Under and by virtue of the authority 
vested in me by sections 509 and 510 
of title 28 and section 301 of title 
5 of the United States Code, Part 0 of 
Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regula- 
tions (Organization of the Department 
of Justice) is hereby amended by insert- 
ing after Subpart Z a new Subpart AA as 
follows: 


Subpart AA—Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous 


Drugs 
Sec. 
0.200 General functions. 
0.201 Redelegation of authority. 
0.202 Applicability of existing departmental 
regulations. 


AvuTHorITy: The provisions of this Sub- 
part AA issued under secs. 509, 510, 28 U.S.C.; 
sec. 301, 5 US.C. 


§ 0.200 General functions. 


Subject to the general supervision and 
direction of the Attorney General, the 
following-described matters are assigned 
to, and shall be conducted, handled, or 
supervised by the Director, or in the 
event of vacancy in the Office of Direc- 
tor, by the Associate Directors of the 
Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous 
Drugs: 

(a) Exercise of the powers and per- 
formance of the functions vested in the 
Attorney General by sections 1 and 2 
of Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1968. 


§ 0.201 Redelegation of authority. 


The Director and Associate Directors 
of the Bureau of Narcotics and Danger- 
ous Drugs are authorized, separately or 
jointly, to redelegate to any of their sub- 
ordinates any of the powers and func- 
tions vested in them by this Subpart AA. 


§ 0.202 Applicability of existing depart- 
mental regulations. 


Departmental regulations issued prior 
to the effective date of this Subpart AA 
and in effect on that date which are gen- 
erally applicable to units or personnel of 
the Department of Justice shall be appli- 
cable with respect to the Bureau of Nar- 
cotics and Dangerous Drugs and to the 
Director, Associate Directors and per- 
sonnel thereof, except to the extent, if 
any, that such regulations may be in- 
consistent with the intent and purposes 
of Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1968. 


The amendment made by this order 
shall be effective on April 8, 1968. 


Dated: April 7, 1968. 


RAMSEY CLARK, 
Attorney General. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4293; Filed, Apr. 8, 1968; 
12:30 p.m.] 
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Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND. PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Chapter 11—Coast Guard, Depart- 
ment of Transportation 


[CGFR 67-77] 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
CHAPTER 


Pursuant to authority vested in me as 
Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, by 49 
CFR 1.4: 


PART 11—1—GENERAL 
Subpart 11—1.3—General Policies 


§ 11-1.317 [Amended] 


1. Section 11-1.317 Noncollusive bids 
and proposals is amended by changing in 
the first sentence of paragraph (a) the 
phrase from “Treasury Department Or- 
der 167-57 (29 F.R. 235)” to “Depart- 
ment of Transportation Order 1100.1 (32 
F.R. 5606, 49 CFR 1.4).” 

1. New Subpart 11-1.18 is added, read- 
ing as follows: 


Subpart 11—1.18—Post-Award Orien- 
tation of Contractors 


§ 11-1.1805 Reports. 


Post-Award Conference Record (DD 
Form 1484) shall be used in preparing 
the agenda and conducting the confer- 
ence to assure that all significant mat- 
ters are covered. A summary report of 
the conference shall be prepared under 
the supervision of the chairman and 
signed by him. The report shall cover all 
items discussed, including areas requir- 
ing resolution, controversial matters, and 
the names of the participants assigned 
responsibility for further actions, in- 
cluding the due dates for such action. 
DD Form 1484 may be utilized as the 
summary report, where appropriate. 
Copy(‘ies) of the summary report shall 
be (a) retained in files of contracting 
officer; (b) furnished the contractor; 
and (c) furnished such other interested 
parties as the contracting officer may 
determine necessary. 


(14 U.S.C. 633, 10 U.S.C. Ch. 137) 





PART 11—2—-PROCUREMENT BY 
FORMAL ADVERTISING 
Subpart 11-—2.2—-Solicitation of Bids 


1. In §11-2.201, new subparagraphs 
(53) and (56) are added to paragraph 
(b), reading as follows: 


§ 11-2.201 Preparation of invitations 
for bids. 
: « © * > 
@*F* 


(53) If the contract is for mortuary 
services, the provision required by § 11- 
4.5103 of this chapter. 


(56) If the contract is pursuant to the 
Balance of Payments Program, the cer- 
tificate set forth in § 1-6.806-3 of this 
title, 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


2. Section 11-2.201-50 is revised to 


read as follows: 


§ 11-2.201-50 Construction contracts. 


For construction contracts, the invita- 
tion for bids shall contain the following, 
in addition to the information required 
by § 1-2.201(a) of this title and § 11-2.- 
201(a) of this chapter. 

(a) If a construction contract is esti- 
mated to exceed $100,000, or in appropri- 
ate contracts under $100,000, the clause 
set forth in 32 CFR 7.603-15 (ASPR) and 
a statement that the successful bidder 
must furnish the contracting officer 
within (number) days after award the 
items of work which he will perform with 
his own forces and the estimated cost of 
those items unless he has submitted those 
items with his bid. 

(b) Special provisions relating to the 
Buy American Act (see Subpart 11-6.2 
of this chapter). 

(c) Statement of arrangements to be 
made for inspecting the site, including 
designation of the person or persons, if 
any, with whom such arrangements may 
be made and who will answer questions 
or furnish information. 

(d) Information which may affect per- 
formance of the work such as boring 
samples, original boring logs, etc. 

(e) Information as to what utilities 
the Government will furnish during con- 
struction, when the contracting officer 
determines that any utilities are ade- 
quate for the needs of both the Govern- 
ment and the contractor. Such informa- 
tion shall specify any special conditions 
of use to be imposed on the contractor 
and shall also specify any utilities to be 
furnished without charge; utilities shall 
be furnished without charge when the 
contracting officer determines that this 
is advantageous to the Government, as 
when the administrative costs incident 
to maintaining records and collecting 
payments will approximate the cost of 
the utility services to be furnished. Such 
information may also include any appli- 
cable rates to be imposed under the 
Availability and Use of Utility Services 


Clause (see §11-7.650-27 of this 
chapter). 
(f) Information concerning prebid 
conference. 


(g) If it is necessary to advertise before 
receipt of a wage determination, a notice 
that the schedule of minimum wage rates 
to be paid under the contract will be 
published as an amendment to the 
specifications. 





PART 11—3—-PROCUREMENT BY 
NEGOTIATION 


Subpart 11-—3.6—Small Purchases 
§ 11-3.603-1 [Amended] 


1. Section 11-3.603-1 Solicitation is 
amended by changing the second sen- 
tence of paragraph (b) Purchases in er- 
cess of $250 but not in excess of $2,500 
from “Generally, solicitation shall be 
limited to three suppliers and, to the 
Maximum extent possible, shall be re-- 
stricted to the local trade area” to read 
“Generally, solicitation shall be limited 
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to three suppliers and, to the maximum 
extent possible, shall be restricted to the 
local trade area of either the purchasing 
or the receiving activity.” 


2. Section 11-3.651-2(a) is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 11-3.651-2 Preparation and issuance 
of blanket purchase agreement. 


(a) Form. Blanket purchase agree- 
ments shall be prepared and issued on 
DD Form 1155 (Order for Supplies or 
Services/Request for Quotations). The 
“General Provisions of Purchase Order” 
on the DD Form 1155r shall be used. 
Other applicable provisions of the blanket 
purchase agreement shall be set forth on 
the Standard Form 36 (Continuation 
Sheet) or on a blank sheet of paper, in- 
cluding the following: 

(1) The Contract Work Hours Stand- 
ards Act—Overtime Compensation 
Clause in § 1-12.303 of this title shall be 
added unless it is reasonably anticipated 
that the aggregate of the total dollar 
amounts of orders to be placed there- 
under will be $2,500 or less; 

(2) Where the agreement is for the 
intended purchase of services covered by 
the Service Contract Act of 1965, the 
clause in § 1-12.904-1 of this title shall 
be substituted for clause 16 of the Gen- 
eral Provisions and the procedures in 
§ 1-12.905-3 of this title complied with, 
unless it is reasonably anticipated that 
the aggregate of the total dollar amounts 
of orders to be placed thereunder will be 
$2,500 or less; and 

(3) Where the agreement is for the 
intended purchase of supplies, the Walsh- 
Healey Public Contracts Act Clause in 
§ 1-12.605 of this title shall be added, 
unless the agreement limits the aggre- 
gate total of orders to be placed there- 
under to $10,000. 


© * = * * 


3. Section 11-3.651—4 is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 11-3.651-4 Receipt of material. 


Acceptance of supplies or services shall 
be indicated by signature and date on 
the sales slip or delivery ticket after 
quantities have been verified and any ex- 
ceptions noted. Material Inspection and 
Receiving Report (DD Form 250) may 
be used for this purpose. For blanket 
purchase agreements incorporating the 
fast payment procedure, acceptance shall 
be predicated on the supplier’s certifica- 
tion in accordance with paragraph (c) 
of clause no. 15 on DD Form 1155r. 
Suppliers’ invoices shall be processed for 
payment at the end of each billing period. 





PART 11-7—-CONTRACT CLAUSES 


Subpart 11—7.1—Fixed-Price 
Supply Contracts 


§ 11-7.150-13 [Amended] 


1. The heading of § 11—7.150—13 is re- 
vised by changing the phrase from 
“Soviet-controlled areas” to “Communist 
areas”, 
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PART 11—12—LABOR 


1. New Subpart 11-12.3 is 
reading as follows: 


Subpart 11-12.3—Contract Work 
Hours Standards Act (Other Than 
Construction Contracts) 


§ 11-12.302 Applicability. 


The requirement set forth in § 1-12.301 
of this title applies, except as stated in 
§ 1-12.302 of this title, to all contracts 
(including, for this purpose blanket pur- 
chase agreements (see § 11-3.651 of this 
chapter) ) which may require or involve 
the employment of laborers or mechanics 
either by a prime contractor or subcon- 
tractor. 


Subpart 11-12.6—Walsh-Healey 
Public Contracts Act 


1. Section 11-12.602 is added, reading 
as follows: 


§ 11-12.602 Applicability. 
§ 11-12.602-1 General. 


The requirement set forth in § 1-12,4601 
of this title applies to contracts (includ- 
ing, for this purpose, blanket purchase 
agreements (see § 11-3.651 of this chap- 
ter)) for the manufacture or furnishing 
of “materials, supplies, articles, and 
equipment” which are to be performed 
within the United States, Puerto Rico, 
or the Virgin Islands, and which exceed 
or may exceed $10,000 in amount unless 
exempt pursuant to § 1-12.602-2 of this 
title or exempted by the Secretary of 
Labor (see § 1-12.602-3(a) of this title). 


2. Section 11-12.602-3 is added, read- 
ing as follows: 


§ 11-12.602-3 Department of Labor 


regulations and interpretations. 


Also, in addition to the instructions 
contained in § 1-12.602-3 of this title, in 
the case of a blanket purchase agree- 
ment, such amount shall be the aggre- 
gate amount of all orders estimated to be 
placed thereunder for one year after 
the effective date of the agreement. 


added, 


Subpart 11-12.9—Service Contract 
Act of 1965 


1. Section 11-12.902 is added, reading 
as follows: 


§ 11-12.902 Applicability. 


In addition to the instructions con- 
tained in § 1-12.902 of this title, “con- 
tracts,” for this purpose, shall include 
blanket purchase agreements (see 
§ 11-3.651 of this chapter). 


2. Section 11-12.904—50 is added, read- 
ing as follows: 


§ 11-12.904-50 Applicable contract 
clause for blanket purchase agree- 
ment. 


In the case of a blanket purchase 
agreement, the amount thereof for pur- 
poses of §§ 1-12.904-1 and 1-12.904-2 of 
this title shall be the aggregate amount 
of all orders estimated to be placed 
thereunder for one year after the effec- 
tive date of the agreement. 
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PART 11—16—-PROCUREMENT FORMS 


Subpart 11-16.2—Forms for Nego- 
tiated Supply Contracts 


1. The heading of § 11-16.252 is re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 11-16.252 Contract pricing proposals 
(DD Form 633, 633-1, 633-2, 633-3 
and 633-4). 


2. Section 11-16.252-1 is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 11-16.252-1 General. 


DD Forms 633, 633-1, 633-2, 633-3, and 
633-4 are designed for submission of 
cost or pricing data by prospective con- 
tractors. Contractors reproduction of 
these forms is authorized. 


3. Section 11-16.252-3 is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 11-16.252-3 DD Forms 633-1, 633-2, 
633-3, and 633-4. 

The following forms may be used as 
appropriate: 

(a) DD Form 633-1 (Contract Pricing 
Proposal (Technical Services) ) ; 

(b) DD Form 633-2 (Contract Pricing 
Proposal (Technical Publications) ) ; 

(c) DD Form 633-3 (Contract Pricing 
Proposal (Motion Pictures) ) ; or 

(d) DD Form 633-4 (Contract Pricing 
Proposal (Research and Development) ). 


PART 11-50—CONTRACTS GENERAL 


Subpart 11—50.1—Administrative 
Matters 


1. In § 11-50.102-1, paragraph (f) is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 11-50.102-1 Contracts requiring num- 
bering. 
7 = > * a 
(f) All other written agreements in- 
volving payment or receipt of funds not 
covered by Subpart 11-3.6 of this 
chapter. 


(14 U.S.C. 633, 10 U.S.C. Ch. 137) 
Dated: April 1, 1968. 


W. J. SMITH, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4246; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 


Chapter I—Coast Guard, Department 
of Transportation 


SUBCHAPTER J—BRIDGES 
[CGFR 68-42] 
PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION REGULATIONS 
Sandusky Bay, Ohio 


1. The New York Central System by 
letter dated October 10, 1967, requested 
the Buffalo District, Corps of Engineers, 
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to revise the closed periods for the Penn 
Central railroad bridge between Bay- 
bridge and Danbury, Ohio. A public no- 
tice dated December 8, 1967, setting forth 
the proposed revision of the regulations 
governing this drawbridge was issued by 
the Buffalo District, Corps of Engineeers, 
and was made available to all persons 
known to have an interest in this subject. 
Since no adverse corhments were sub- 
mitted in response to this proposal, the 
revision is accepted. The purpose of this 
document is to amend the requirements 
in 33 CFR 117.706(a) (1) and to revise 
the special regulations for the operation 
of the Penn Central railroad bridge be- 
tween Baybridge and Danbury to permit 
the draw to be opened on signal only be- 
tween 8 a.m. and 4 p.m. for the month of 
November. 

2. By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, 
by 14 U.S.C. 632 and 49 CFR 1.4(a) (3), 
the text of 33 CFR 117.706(a) (1) shall 
read as follows and shall be effective on 
and after 30 days after date of publica- 
tion of this document in the FEpERAL 
REGISTER: 


§ 117.706 Sandusky Bay, Ohio. 


(a) Penn Central Raiiroad Co. bridge 
between Baybridge and Danbury. (1) 
This bridge shall be opened promptly on 
signal from April 1 through October 31 
and from 8 a.m. to 4 p.m. from Novem- 
ber 1 through November 30. A 24-hour 
advance notice is required at all other 
times. This notice shall be given to the 
Chief Dispatcher, Central Union Termi- 
nal, Toledo, Ohio. 


£ = > . 7 
(Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 362, as amended; 33 U.S.C. 
499; 49 CFR 1.4(a) (3) (v); 32 F.R. 5606) 

Dated: April 1, 1968. 
W. J. SMIrtuH, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4245; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 46—SHIPPING 


Chapter [V—Federal Maritime 
Commission 
SUBCHAPTER B—REGULATIONS AFFECTING MAR- 
ITIME CARRIERS AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 
[General Order 8, Part I; Docket No. 65-14] 


PART 526—FREE TIME AND DEMUR- 
RAGE CHARGES ON IMPORT PROP- 
ERTY APPLICABLE TO ALL COM- 
MON CARRIERS BY WATER 


Port of New York 


By orders served upon respondents 
and published in the FEDERAL REGISTER, 
the Federal Maritime Commission in- 
stituted its Docket No. 65-14, “in the mat- 
ter of free time and demurrage practices 
on inbound cargo at New York Harbor.” 
The purpose of the proceeding was to 
investigate such practices to determine 
the extent to which they are in com- 
pliance with section 17 of the Shipping 


10, 1968 











Act, 1916, which requires the establish- 
ment, observance and enforcement of 
“just and reasonable practices and regu- 
lations relating to or connected with the 
receiving, handling, storing, or delivering 
of property,” and General Order 8, Part 
I, which was promulgated by our pred- 
ecessor agency in compliance with the 
requirement of section 17 requiring deter- 
mination, prescription, order and en- 
forcement of a just and reasonable regu- 
lation or practice whenever “any such 
regulation or practice is unreasonable.” 
The orders also placed in issue the ques- 
tion of the need for amendment to pre- 
sent General Order 8, Part I. 

Hearings were held before an Ex- 
aminer pursuant to which briefs were 
filed and an initial decision issued. Ex- 
ceptions and replies to this initial deci- 
sion were considered and oral argument 
was held before and supplemental papers 
filed with the Commission. Following 
this procedure the Commission on De- 
cember 7, 1967, served its report and 
order in Docket 65-14, finding that cer- 
tain amendments were required in Gen- 
eral Order 8, Part I, in order that just 
and reasonable practices be established 
and maintained in the future, prescribed 
such practices and published notice of 
the amendments in the Feprerat Recis- 
TER Of December 12, 1967 (32 F.R. 17667). 
Thereafter, the Commission received re- 
quests for clarification of the amend- 
ments and rostponed their effective date 
until further notice. 

Due consideration has been given to 
suggestions offered by various parties 
and the amendments, in certain in- 
stances, have been rewritten to clarify 
their intent; no substantive changes 
have been made. As set forth below, these 
amendments supersede, in their entirety, 
those contained in the publication of 
December 12, 1967. 

Therefore, for the reasons set forth 
in the report in Docket No. 65-14, supra, 
and pursuant to section 4 of the Admin- 
istrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) 
and its authority under sections 17 and 
43 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 
816 and 841(a)), § 526.1 of Chapter IV 
of Title 46 CFR is hereby amended as 
follows: 

1. Section 526.1(c) is amended by in- 
serting the words “during free time” 
after the word “delivery” and by adding 
a new sentence at the end thereof. 

2. Section 526.1(d) is amended by 
inserting the words “longshoremen’s 
strikes” before the words “trucking 
strikes’ and inserting the clause “and 
when a consignee is prevented from 
removing his cargo by a longshoremen’s 
strike which affects only one pier or 
less than a substantial portion of the 
port area,” before the words “carriers 
shall.” 

3. Anew § 526.1(f) is added. 


The affected portions of § 526.1 read 
as follows: 
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§ 526.1 Free time and demurrage 
charges at the Port of New York. 
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(c) Where a carrier is, for any reason, 
unable, or refuses, to tender cargo for 
delivery during free time, free time must 
be extended for < period equal to the 
duration of the carrier’s disability or re- 
fusal. If such condition arises after the 
expiration of free time, either no demur- 
rage or first period demurrage, which- 
ever is specified in the appropriate tariff, 
will be charged for a period equal to the 
duration of the carrier’s inability or 
refusal. 

(d) Where a consignee is prevented 
from removing his cargo by factors 
beyond his control (such as, but not 
limited to, longshoremen’s strikes, truck- 
ing strikes or weather conditions) which 
affect an entire port area or a substan- 
tial portion thereof, and when a con- 
signee is prevented from removing his 
cargo by a longshoremen’s strike which 
affects only one pier or less than a sub- 
stantial portion of -he port area, carriers 
shall (after expiration of free time) as- 
sess demurrage against imports at the 
rate applicable to the first demurrage 
period, for such time as the inability to 
remove the cargo may conticue. Every 
departure from the regular demurrage 
charges shall be reported to the Com- 
mission. 


. © * + « 


(f) Following a longshoremen’s strike 
of five (5) days or more: 

(1) Free time shall be extended for a 
period not less than five (5) days (ex- 
clusive of Saturdays, Sundays, and legal 
holidays) beyond the time at which it 
would normally terminate, for cargo 
which was in a free time period at the 
commencement of the longshoremen’s 
strike. 

(2) First period demurrage shall be 
extended for a period not less than five 
(5) calendar days beyond the time at 
which it would normally terminate, for 
cargo which was subject to first period 
demurrage at the commencement of the 
longshoremen’s strike. 


The extensions set forth in subpara- 
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph, 
immediately above, shall apply only (i) 
if the cargo is actually picked up within 
such extended time or (ii) if, pursuant 
to an appointment system adopted by 
both carriers and consignees, cargo is 
picked up within twenty-four (24) hours 
of advance notification that cargo is 
available for pickup and readily accessi- 
ble, in which latter event time shall not 
be extended more than twenty-four (24) 
hours beyond the additional free time or 
demurrage period. 


Effective date. These amendments shall 
become effective May 13, 1968. 


By the Commission. 





[SEAL] Tuomas List, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc, 68-4258; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 
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Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 


Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation 


[OST Docket No. 17] 


PART 89—IMPLEMENTATION OF 
FEDERAL CLAIMS COLLECTION ACT 
OF 1966 


The purpose of this amendment is to 
add a new Part 89 to the regulations of 
the Office of the Secretary to implement 
the Federal Claims Collection Act of 1966 
(P.L. 89-508, 31 U.S.C. sections 951-953), 
which authorizes the collection of claims 
of the United States arising out of the ac- 
tivities of, or referred to, the Department; 
and the compromise of, and suspension 
and termination of action to collect such 
claims not exceeding $20,000. The new 
part delegates the authority under the 
Act to the General Counsel with respect 
to the Office of the Secretary, and to the 
head of each operating administration, 
each with respect to his organization. In 
addition, pursuant to delegation by the 
National Transportation Safety Board 
(NTSB) under section 5(m) of the De- 
partment of Transportation Act, this 
part is applicable to the NTSB. This 
delegation is in lieu of the general dele- 
gation in Part 1 of the Regulations of 
the Office of the Secretary so far as it re- 
lates to claims under the Federal Claims 
Collection Act of 1966. 

Since this amendment relates to De- 
partmental management, procedures, 
and practices, notice and public pro- 
cedure thereon is not necessary, and it 
may be made effective in less than 30 
days after publication in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 

In consideration of the foregoing, ef- 
fective April 10, 1968, Subtitle A of Title 
49 of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended by adding the following new 
Part 89 “Implementation of Federal 
Claims Collection Act of 1966.” 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 4, 
1968. 


Aan S. Boyp, 
Secretary of Transportation. 
Sec. 
89.1 Delegations of authority. 
89.3 Exceptions to delegated authority. 
89.5 Redelegation. 
89.7 Standards for exercise of delegated 
authority. 

89.9 Documentary evidence of compromise. 
89.11 Regulations, reports and supporting 


documentation. 


AvTuHoORITy: The provisions of this Part 89 
issued under P.L. 89-508, 31 U.S.C. secs. 951-— 
953. 


§ 89.1 Delegations of authority. 


The functions, powers, and duties of 
the Secretary of Transportation to at- 
tempt collection of claims, to com- 
promise claims of the United States not 
exceeding $20,000, and to suspend and 
terminate action to collect such claims 
are delegated to— 

(a) The General Counsel with respect 
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to claims arising out of the activities of, 
or referred to, the office of the Secretary; 
and 

(b) The head of each operating ad- 
ministration and the Chairman of the 
National Transportation Safety Board, 
each with respect to claims arising out 
of the activities of, or referred to, his 
organization. 


§ 89.3. Exceptions to delegated author- 
ity. 

The authority delegated under § 89.1 
does not apply to any claim— 

(a) As to which there is an indication 
of (1) fraud; (2) the presentation of a 
false claim; or (3) misrepresentation on 
the part of the debtor or any other party 
having an interest in the claim; 

(b) Based in whole or in part on con- 
duct in violation of the antitrust laws; 

(c) Based on tax statutes; 

(d) Arising from an exception made 
by the General Accounting Office in the 
account of an accountable officer; or 

(e) For civil penalties under the 
Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 
1966 (15 U.S.C. section 1398). - 

§ 89.5 Redelegation. 


Each officer to whom authority is dele- 
gated under § 89.1 may redelegate and 
authorize successive redelegations of 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


that authority within the organization 

under his jurisdiction. 

§ 89.7 Standards for exercise of dele- 
gated authority. 

The authority delegated under § 89.1 
shall be exercised in accordance with the 
standards for the collection and com- 
promise of claims and for the suspension 
and termination of action to collect 
claims promulated by the United States 
General Accounting Office and the 
United States Department of Justice, and 
published at 4 CFR Chapter II, as those 
standards may be amended. 


§ 89.9 Documentary evidence of com- 
promise, 

A compromise of any claim is not final 
or binding on the United States unless it 
is in writing, signed by an officer or em- 
ployee authorized to compromise that 
claim. 

§ 89.11 Regulations, reports, and sup- 
porting documentation. 

(a) Pending amendment of this part 
to further provide for the exercise of 
the authority delegated herein, each 
officer to whom authority is delegated 
under § 89.1 may promulgate regulations 
for the exercise of that authority within 
his organization. These regulations shall 


be revised, as necessary, to conform to 
any amendments to this part. 

(b) Each officer to whom authority is 
delegated under § 89.1 shall furnish the 
following information to the General 
Counsel: 

(1) A copy of each redelegation of 
that authority. 

(2) A semiannual report listing those 
claims compromised or with respect to 
which collection action has been sus- 
pended or terminated, specifying the 
name of the debtors, the amount of the 
claim, the nature of the claim, the type 
of action taken, and the general basis 
for the action taken. 

(3) A copy of any implementing regu- 
lations governing the exercise of the au- 
thority delegated herein, and any 
amendments thereto. 

(c) Each officer or employee to whom 
the Secretary’s authority has been dele- 
gated or redelegated, before exercising 
such authority, shall acquire sufficient 
documentation to demonstrate that the 
action taken is in the best interests of 
the United States. This documentation 
will be retained. 

(d) The failure of any officer or em- 
ployee to comply with this section does 
not limit or impair his exercise of 
authority. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4252; Filed, Apr. 9, 
8:46 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Oil Import Administration 


[32A CFR Ch. X] 
[Oil Import Reg. 1 (Rev. 5) ] 


NEW OR REHABILITATED REFINERY 
CAPACITY AND PETROCHEMICAL 
PLANTS 


Allocations Based Upon Estimated 
Inputs 


Pursuant to the Secretary of the In- 
terior’s announced intention to grant 
allocations of crude oil and unfinished 
oils to new or rehabilitated refinery ca- 
pacity and petrochemical plants as soon 
as they go on stream rather than having 
to wait a year or more to develop qualify- 
ing inputs, I propose to recommend to 
the Secretary an amendment to Oil Im- 
port Regulation 1, as amended, which 
would add to the regulation a new section 
as set forth below. 


It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior whenever practicable to af- 
ford the public an opportunity to partici- 
pate in the rule making process. Accord- 
ingly, interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or objec- 
tives with respect to the proposal to the 
Administrator, Oil Import Administra- 
tion, Washington, D.C. 20240, on or before 
April 29, 1968. 

ELMER L. HOEHN, 


Administrator, 
Oil Import Administration. 
ApRIL 5, 1968. 
Sec. 24 Allocations of crude and unfin- 


ished oils—Districts I-IV, District 
V—new or rehabilitated refinery ca- 
pacity and petrochemical plants— 
based upon estimated inputs. 

(a) (1) The Administrator may make 
allocations of imports of crude oil and 
unfinished oils with respect to new or 
rehabilitated refinery capacity and petro- 
chemical plants as provided in this 
section. 

(2) Except as provided in paragraph 
(j) a person seeking such an allocation 
must file an application with the Admin- 
istrator no later than 60 days prior to the 
beginning of an allocation period: The 
application should disclose in detail such 
information as the Administrator may 
require, including 

(i) The nature of the facility; 

(ii) The location of the facility; 

(iii) The products and the quantity of 
each product to be produced; 

(iv) The capital outlay involved; 

(v) The expected average barrels per 
day of qualified feedstocks inputs to such 
facility; 

(vi) The identification of the feed- 
stocks, and the source thereof; 


(vii) The date that the facility went 
on stream, or is scheduled to go on 
stream; and 


(viii) Whether this facility will re- 
place an existing facility which is to be 
or has been shut down. 


(b) (1) If the new or rehabilitated re- 
finery capacity is scheduled to come on 
stream during the allocation period for 
which the allocation is requested and if 
the applicant has no other refinery 
capacity, the allocation shall be com- 
puted under section 10 or 11 (as the case 
may be) on the basis of the quantity of 
inputs (divided by 365) which it is esti- 
mated will be made to such capacity 
from the day such capacity goes on 
stream to the end of the allocation 
period. 


Example 1. A person is planning to con- 
struct a new refinery with a capacity of 25,000 
b/d which is expected to be completed in 
June 1969. The inputs to this plant in 1969 
are estimated to be 20,000 b/d from July 1 
to December 31, 1969. 

The person would apply for an allocation 
prior to November 2, 1968, and would receive 
an allocation for the year 1969 based on in- 
puts of: 

20,000 b/d x 184 days 


365 days 
(2) If the new or rehabilitated refinery 
capacity has come on stream during the 
input year and if the applicant has no 
other refinery capacity, the allocation 
shall be computed under section 10 or 11 
(as the case may be) on the basis of the 
sum (divided by 365) of (i) the refinery 
inputs actually made to the new or re- 
habilitated refinery capacity during 
months of the input year and (ii) the 
inputs which it is estimated will be made 
to such capacity during the number of 
months following the input year which, 
when combined with the months of the 
input year mentioned in clause (i), will 
constitute a period of 12 months. 


Example 2. The refinery in Example (1) 
started operations on July 1, 1969, and had 
inputs of 20,000 b/d in July, August, and 
September of 1969. For October, November, 
and December, inputs are expected to be 
20,000 b/d. In the year 1970, the refinery is 
expected to operate at 22,000 b/d for the 
whole year. 


The person would apply for an allocation 
prior to November 2, 1969. The allocation for 
the year 1970 would be based on actual in- 
puts of 20,000 b/d for July, August, and Sep- 
tember of 1969 and, estimated inputs of 
20,000 b/d for the months of October, No- 
vember, and December 1969 and, estimated 
inputs of 20,000 d/b in July, August, and 
ary, February, March, April, May, and June 
of 1970. Thus the applicant would receive an 
allocation based on inputs of: 


7,662,000 


365 


= 10,082 b/d. 


=20,992 b/d 


(3) If the applicant has other refinery 
capacity, inputs calculated as provided 
in subparagraph (1) or (2) of this para- 
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graph shall be added to the inputs to 
the applicant’s other capacity for the 
purpose of computing an allocation under 
section 10 or 11. 

Ezample 3. If in Example (2) the person 
has inputs at other refineries of 50,000 b/d 
his allocation for the allocation period 1970 
would be computed on total inputs of 70,992 
b/d. 

(c) Allocations with respect to a pe- 
trochemical plant shall be computed 
under section 9 of the regulations in the 
same manner as provided for with re- 
spect to refinery capacity in paragraph 
(b) of this section 24. 

(d) For the purposes of this section 
24, the term “input year’ means the 
period comprising the same number of 
months as an allocation period and end- 
ing three months before the beginning 
of the allocation period. 

(e) Upward or downward adjustments 
in a person’s inputs will be made in suc- 
ceeding allocation periods to reflect the 
difference between the estimated inputs 
and the actual inputs which occurred. 

(f) Each allocation made pursuant to 
this section shall be subject to the fol- 
lowing conditions and restrictions: 

(1) That no license will be issued un- 
der the allocation until the new or 
rehabilitated refinery capacity or petro- 
chemical plant has been on stream for 
not less than 60 days, and all such 
licenses will expire on the last day of the 
allocation period. 

(2) That an on-the-spot evaluation of 
the new or rehabilitated refinery capacity 
or petrochemical plant has been con- 
ducted by authorized representatives of 
the Oil Import Administration and that 
such facility in being is determined to 
have operational capacity; and 

(3) That the Administrator is satis- 
fied that the enterprise is a bona fide 
business venture and that there is no 
circumvention of the oil import program 
involved. 

(g) New or rehabilitated refinery 
capacity and petrochemical plants may 
serve only once as the basis for an allo- 
cation on estimated inputs under this 
section and changes in ownership or 
control will not entitle a person to 
receive an allocation under this section. 

(h) New facilities which are con- 
structed in Districts I-IV and District V 
for the purpose of replacing existing 
operating facilities in the respective 
districts which are scheduled to be shut 
down, will be evaluated on an individual 
basis, and in no event will the combined 
actual inputs to the facility which is to 
be replaced and estimated inputs to the 
new facility form the basis for computing 
an import allocation. 

(i) No allocations made pursuant to 
this section may be sold, assigned or 
otherwise transferred and all persons 
receiving allocations made pursuant to 
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this section shall comply with all other 
provisions of the oil import regulations. 

(j) (1) Initial allocations of imports 
of crude oil and unfinished oils were 
made for the first 182 days of the current 
allocation period, January 1, 1968, 
through December 31, 1968, and alloca- 
tions will have to be made for the re- 
maining 184 days of this allocation 
period. Accordingly, the Administrator 
may make allocations of imports of 
crude oil and unfinished oils with respect 
to new or rehabilitated refinery capacity 
and petrochemical plants for the last 
184 days of this allocation period as pro- 
vided in this paragraph (j). Applications 
for allocations of imports of crude oil 
and unfinished oil under this paragraph 
(j) must be filed not later than May 31, 
1968. 

(2) If new or rehabilitated refinery 
capacity has come on stream since 
July 1, 1967, or is scheduled to come on 
stream at any time during the current 
allocation period and if the applicant 
has no other refinery capacity the allo- 
cation shall be computed under sections 
10 or 11 on the basis of the quantity of 
inputs (divided by 184) which it is esti- 
mated will be made to such capacity 
during the last 184 days of the allocation 
period. 

(3) If the applicant has other refinery 
capacity, inputs calculated as provided 
in the preceding paragraph shall be 
added to the inputs to the applicant’s 
other capacity for the purpose of com- 
puting an allocation under sections 10 
or 11. 

(4) Allocations with respect to a 
petrochemical plant shall be computed 
under section 9 of the regulations in the 
same manner as provided with respect 
to refinery capacity under this para- 
graph (j). 

[F.R, Doc. 68-4297; Filed, Apr. 9, 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


[14 CFR Parts 21, 37, 431 
[Docket No. 8790; Notice 68-9] 


AERONAUTICAL MATERIALS, PARTS 
AND APPLIANCES 


Airworthiness Requirements 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending the Federal Avi- 
ation Regulations (FARs) to prescribe 
a new system for the approval of mate- 
rials, parts, and appliances (hereinafter 
also referred to as “articles”). Essen- 
tially, it is proposed that the new system, 
called the Unit Approval System (UAS), 
incorporate technical standards for ar- 
ticles directly into the FAR airworthiness 
parts and provide a method for approv- 
ing articles in accordance with those 
standards although independently of the 
type certification of the aircraft, engine 
or propeller on which they are to be in- 
stalled. Specific technical standards 
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would be promulgated on an individual 
basis when required. After an appropriate 
transition period, the UAS would replace 
the current Technical Standard Order 
(TSO) system. 

This advance notice of proposed rule 
making is being issued in accordance with 
the FAA’s policy for early institution of 
public proceedings in actions related to 
rule making. A notice of this type is is- 
sued when participation by the public 
would be helpful in selecting a course of 
action with respect to a particular rule 
making problem. 

Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the proposed rule making pro- 
ceeding by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket or notice number and 
be submitted in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of the 
General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock- 
et GC-24, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. All communica- 
tions received on or before July 10, 1968, 
will be considered by the Administrator 
before taking action with respect to the 
subject matter. 


Current regulations in Part 21 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations provide 
that a material, part or appliance may be 
approved under a Technical Standard 
Order (TSO) issued pursuant to FAR 
Part 37, or, alternatively, in conjunction 
with type certification procedures for a 
product, or in any other manner ap- 
proved by the Administrator. However, 
the existing performance, quality control, 
and testing standards contained in Part 
37 need not be complied with by an air- 
craft, engine or propeller manufacturer 
in order to obtain a type certificate. Thus, 
an article manufacturer must comply 
with all TSO standards, whether or not 
they are safety oriented, in order to ob- 
tain a TSO approval. However, an air- 
craft, engine or propeller manufacturer 
desiring to incorporate a like functional 
article into his product, need not use a 
TSO-approved article if he otherwise 
complies with the aircraft, engine or 
propeller airworthiness requirements. 
The present dual system, accordingly, 
permits inconsistencies between the 
standards applicable to an article that 
are imposed on an article manufacturer 
seeking TSO approval and the standards 
imposed on an aircraft, engine, or propel- 
ler manufacturer using the same or sim- 
ilar article and seeking type certification 
approval. 

In another context, article standards 
which are stated separately from air- 
craft, engine, and propeller airworthi- 
ness standards may lead to technical 
incompatibilities. For example, the auto- 
pilot does not lend itself to approval, as 
an article, apart from the aircraft type 
on which it is to be installed. Inasmuch 
as an autopilot must be designed for 
specific flight characteristics which vary 
widely from aircraft to aircraft, approval 
of an autopilot under an article stand- 
ard, unrelated to a particular aircraft, 
is of doubtful value. 

In 1966, the Administrator of the FAA 
convened an Airworthiness Standards 


Evaluation Committee (ASEC), with 
representatives from the aviation in- 
dustry and government, to reevaluate the 
basic principles and concepts underly- 
ing existing airworthiness standards. 
One area that the ASEC examined and 
reported on involved the Technical 
Standard Order system. As a result of its 
study, the ASEC recommended that the 
promulgation of TSO’s be discontinued 
and that a new system of equipment ap- 
proval be established. In the ASEC view, 
the new system would require that con- 
cise standards for aircraft materials, 
parts, and appliances be incorporated 
directly into the airworthiness regula- 
tions and that these standards be 
promulgated only for articles that would 
be common to all aircraft of the cate- 
gory in which the standard appears; 
furthermore, that the standards contain 
only those requirements which are 
essential for minimum airworthiness and 
compatibility with the National Air- 
space System (if applicable) and; finally, 
that manufacturers of articles be granted 
authority to certify compliance with the 
applicable standards and to label articles 
as approved after acceptance by the 
FAA. 


The main purpose of this rule making 
action is to implement the recommenda- 
tions of the ASEC insofar as they relate 
to materials, parts and appliances to be 
used on aircraft, aircraft engines and 
propellers. To accomplish the objectives 
set forth by ASEC, the FAA proposes to 
discontinue the issue and amendment of 
TSO standards and to establish a new 
system—designated the Unit Approval 
System (UAS)—for approving articles 
independently of product type certifica- 
tion. Amendments to Part 21 would pro- 
vide, essentially, that the manufacturer 
of an article may be authorized to iden- 
tify his article as approved, by means of a 
Unit Approval System Authorization 
(UASA), following his certification that 
the article meets the applicable air- 
worthiness standards. Only the holder of 
a UASA would be allowed to identify an 
article as approved under the system. For 
convenience, the airworthiness standards 
could be cross-referenced in Part 21. In 
addition, Part 21 would state rules of 
general applicability, dealing with quality 
control, marking, technical data and 
other matters common to all article 
standards, similar to rules now contained 
in Part 37. 


A key feature of the proposed Unit 
Approval System, would be the incorpo- 
ration of technical standards for mate- 
rials, parts, and appliances, required by 
the airworthiness regulations to be ap- 
proved, into the appropriate airworthi- 
ness regulations applicable to aircraft, 
aircraft engines, and propellers. To in- 
sure that the regulations state the mini- 
mum standards governing materials, 
parts, and appliances required in the 
interest of safety, it is considered neces- 
sary that there exist but a single set of 
standards. It is proposed, therefore, that 
the standards for articles to be used on 
aircraft, engines, and propellers be made 
a part of the airworthiness requirements 
for those products and that the com- 
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bined standard be equally applicable to 
article manufacturers seeking UAS ap- 
proval and to product manufacturers 
seeking type certification approval. 

Whether an article is made by the 
manufacturer of the product on which it 
is to be installed or by someone else, 
the article must meet the single inte- 
grated standard as a condition for 
obtaining a type certificate for the 
product. However, an article would not 
have to be identified as manufactured 
under a UASA but could be approved in 
conjunction with the type certification 
process for the product on which it is 
installed. Nevertheless, in all probability, 
a manufacturer could facilitate the type 
certification of his product by using on it 
materials, parts, and appliances manu- 
factured by someone else and already 
approved under a UASA. 


The style, format, and degree of regu- 
lation of the article standards to be 
integrated into one or more appropriate 
airworthiness parts (i.e., Parts 23, 25, 27, 
29, 31, 33, and 35), would be consistent 
with the product standards presently 
there contained. This coordination, 
moreover, will tend to produce uniformity 
between article standards themselves, in- 
sofar as length, complexity, and amount 
of detail are concerned. It is believed 
that going to a single set of airworthiness 
standards will have the overall effect of 
minimizing unnecessarily _ restrictive, 
superfluous, and obsolescent standards 
for materials, parts, and appliances. In 
this connection, specific test procedures 
for showing compliance with the tech- 
nical standards applicable to an article 
would not be prescribed unless those 
procedures are the sole means of show- 
ing compliance. Likewise, while the FAA 
recognizes that for some classes of 
articles it may be necessary to prescribe 
specific environmental ranges, generally 
environmental standards would not be 
prescribed and the article manufacturers 
would be allowed to declare the environ- 
mental ranges over which his article 
meets the appropriate airworthiness 
standard. Such declarations would form 
part of the documents that would be 
submitted to the FAA by the applicant as 
a condition for obtaining his UAS au- 
thorization and would be reflectéd as 
equipment limitations in the technical 
data he submits. 


Upon adoption of the proposed UAS 
system, no further additions or revisions 
would be made to Part 37. New standards 
for articles not then covered in Part 37 
would be added to the appropriate air- 
worthiness parts. The individual stand- 
ards in Part 37 would in time be trans- 
ferred to the appropriate aircraft, 
engine, and propeller airworthiness 
parts, with the deletion of obsolete or 
unnecessary standards. The TSO system 
would thus gradually be phased out and 
Part 37 ultimately rescinded. In broad 
terms, the proposal would result in a 
number of advantages in comparison 
with the present regulatory system by 
(1) consolidating the standards appli- 
cable to the manufacture of materials, 
parts, and appliances with the air- 
worthiness requirements applicable to 
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the manufacture of the aircraft, aircraft 
engine, or propeller on which such ma- 
terials, parts, and appliances are to be 
used, and (2) consolidating the proce- 
dural requirements applicable to the issu- 
ance of the necessary authorization for 
the manufacture of materials, parts, and 
appliances with the certification proce- 
dures applicable to the manufacture of 
aircraft, aircraft engines, and propellers. 

As part of the Unit Approval System, 
the FAA is considering establishing a 
procedure under which an appropriately 
qualified manufacturer could identify 
certain of his articles with UAS mark- 
ings without obtaining for them a UAS 
Authorization from the FAA. This pro- 
cedure would allow a manufacturer who 
maintains a suitable quality control 
system and is otherwise qualified, upon 
submission of the relevant technical data 
to certify that a subsequent material, 
part, or appliance meets all applicable 
standards. Those manufacturers un- 
willing or unable to qualify under this 
procedure would be required to obtain 
a UAS Authorization for each article. 

Based on the foregoing, the FAA so- 
licits the views of all interested persons 
concerning the following course of 
action: 

(1) The establishment of— 

(a) A “Unit Approval System” under 
which the technical standards for air- 
craft materials, parts, and appliances 
would be included in the airworthiness 
standards applicable to the aircraft, air- 
craft engine, and propellers on which 
such articles are to be used; 

(b) A “Unit Approval System Author- 
ization” under which manufacturers of 
parts, materials, and appliances would 
be authorized to identify their articles as 
having been approved under the Unit 
Approval System; 

(c) Administrative and procedural 
rules governing manufacturers who wish 
to obtain unit approval for an article. 
These rules would be similar to those in 
Subpart A of Part 37 and would include 
marking and data requirements and gen- 
eral provisions dealing with quality con- 
trol over the article’s production. 

(2) A gradual phasing out of all stand- 
ards contained in present Part 37 and 
the ultimate rescission of that part. 
Existing TSO performance and quality 
control standards that are determined 
to be valid airworthiness standards would 
be transferred to one or more of the air- 
worthiness parts, and obsolete or un- 
necessary TSO standards deleted. 


(3) Establishment of a procedure as 
part of the Unit Approval System which 
would allow a qualified manufacturer to 
identify certain of his articles with ap- 
plicable UAS marking without obtaining 
a UAS Authorization for each article. 
Elements of the procedure would include, 
among other things, the manufactur- 
er’s qualifications (such as his quality 
control system) , the manufacturer’s cer- 
tification of compliance with applicable 
standards, and submission of relevant 
technical data. 


This advance notice of proposed rule 
making is issued under the authority of 
sections 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Fed- 
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eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1354(a), 1421 and 1423). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 3, 
1968. 
R. S. Surrr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4249; Piled, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





[14 CFR Part 39] 
{Airworthiness Docket No. 67-SW-68] 


AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE 
Bell Model 47 Series Helicopters 


Amendment 39-546 (33 F.R. 2885), AD 
68-2-3, requires a daily inspection for 
cracks and permanent deformation in 
metal tail rotor blades, P/N 47-642-102, 
with attendant necessary replacement, 
on both’ skid-equipped and  float- 
equipped Bell Model 47 series helicopters 
(including those used in restricted cate- 
gory operations) , the installation of tabs, 
P/N 47-642-114, or equivalent strike- 
detection device, on float-equipped heli- 
copters only, and tail rotor blade re- 
placement where inspection revealed 
bent tabs or other strike indication. It 
also requires a preflight visual inspection 
of the metal tail rotor blades using a 
three-power or higher magnifying glass 
along with the requirement for removal 
of paint and the data plate, as necessary. 
It recognizes a strike-detection device 
for float-equipped helicopters as a valid 
inspection provision. Additionally re- 
quired is a visual inspection of the crit- 
ical internal areas of the tail rotor blade 
grip to be conducted periodically after 
300 hours’ time in service and the re- 
placement, within specified limitations, 
of metal tail rotor blades having or ac- 
cumulating 600 hours’ time in service. 
Liberalization of the blade removal 
schedule would be considered only after 
a careful analysis of inspection results 
and evaluation of available exhibits. 
After issuing Amendment 39-546, AD 
68-2-3, it was determined that certain 
provisions required clarification, that 
doubt existed as to whether or not spare 
metal tail rotor blades with more than 
600 hours’ time in service could be used 
as replacements and operated for an 
additional 100 hours’ time in service and 
as to whether new replacement blades 
would be subject to the 600-hour limit, 
and that certain compliance procedures 
were restrictive and inflexible and 
should be relieved. Therefore, the agency 
is considering superseding Amendment 
39-546 with a new AD that makes clearer 
the various requirements previously in- 
corporated, clarifies blade time in serv- 
ice limitations and allows the internal 
inspection to be conducted on those 
metal tail rotor blades having less than 
300 hours’ time in service on the effective 
date of AD 68-2-3 before they accumu- 
late 310 hours’ time in service therefrom. 

Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
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docket number and be submitted in 
triplicate to the Regional Counsel, 
Southwest Region, Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, Post Office Box 1689, Fort 
Worth, Tex. 76101. All communications 
received on or before May 10, 1968, will 
be considered by the Director before tak- 
ing action upon the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments re- 
ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the office of the Re- 
gional Counsel, Southwest Region, Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, 4400 Blue 
Mound Road, Fort Worth, Tex., for ex- 
amination by interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
adding the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


BELL. Applies to Model 47 series helicopters, 
including restricted category, equipped 
with metal tail rotor blades, B/N 
47-642-102. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To prevent failure of tail rotor blades due 
to fatigue cracks, accomplish the following: 

(a) Before the first flight of each day and 
before the first flight after each refueling 
of the helicopter after the effective date of 
this AD, visually check for cracks and perma- 
nent deformation in the tail rotor grips in 
the area between Blade Station 2.7 and 3.7, 
in the tail rotor blade trailing edge between 
Blade Station 5 and 8, and at the area sur- 
rounding the rivets that attach the blade 
skin to the grip, using a 3-power or higher 
magnifying glass. (Station 0 is the center of 
the tail rotor yoke.) 

(b) Before the first flight of each day and 
before the first flight after each refueling of 
the helicopter after the effective date of this 
AD, visually check blades equipped with tabs, 
P/N 47-642-114, for deformation of the tabs 
or check the equivalent strike-detection de- 
vice in a manner approved by the Chief, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
Flight Standards Division, Southwest Region, 
FAA. 

(c) Replace tail rotor blades having cracks 
or permanent deformation on skid-equipped 
helicopters before further flight. 

(d) Replace tail rotor blades having 
cracks, permanent deformation, bent tabs, 
or strike indication from equivalent strike- 
detection device on float-equipped helicopters 
before further flight, except that blades with 
bent tabs or a strike-indication from the 
equivalent strike-detection device only may 
be flown for a period not to exceed 1.5 hours 
in accordance with FAR 21.197 to a base 
where the blade may be replaced. 

(e) Within the next 300 blade hours’ time 
in service after November 25, 1966, install 
tabs, P/N 47-642-114, on metal tail rotor 
blades, P/N 47-642-102, of float-equipped 
helicopters in accordance with Bell Service 
Letter No. 125 dated June 21, 1965, or an 
equivalent strike-detection device approved 
by the Chief, Engineering and Manufactur- 
ing Branch, Flight Standards Division, 
Southwest Region, FAA. 

(f) Within 10 hours’ time in service after 
the effective date of AD 682-3, provide a 
clear view of the tail rotor blade external 
critical areas in the manner prescribed in Bell 
Service Bulletin 143 SB, Revision D, dated 
January 23, 1968, or in a manner approved 
by the Chief, Engineering and Manufactur- 
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ing Branch, Flight Standards Division, 
Southwest Region, FAA. 

(g) The checks in (a) and (b) above may 
be performed by the pilot. 


Note: For the requirements regarding the 
listing of compliance and method of com- 
pliance with this AD in the aircraft 
permanent maintenance record, see FAR 
91.173. 


(h) Inspect those tail rotor blades having 
300 or more hours’ time in service on the 
effective date of AD 68-2-3 within 10 hours’ 
time in service therefrom in accordance with 
the procedures listed below. Inspect those 
tail rotor blades having less than 300 hours’ 
time in service before reaching 310 hours’ 
time in service in accordance with the 
procedures listed below. Accomplish repeti- 
tive inspections in accordance with the 
procedures listed below at intervals of not 
more than 150 hours’ time in service from 
the last inspection. 

(1) Remove the tail rotor blade from the 
helicopter in accordance with the appro- 
priate model maintenance and overhaul in- 
struction manual. 

(2) Remove the metal grease seal in the 
blade grip. If bonded, remove in the manner 
prescribed in Bell Service Bulletin 143 SB, 
Revision D, dated January 23, 1968, or in a 
manner approved by the Chief, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, Flight Stand- 
ards Division, Southwest Region, FAA. 

(3) Visually inspect internal surfaces of 
the blade grip for cracks in the rivet area 
using a dental mirror and light or an 
equivalent inspection method approved by 
the Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Flight Standards Division, South- 
west Region, FAA. 

(4) Visually inspect the internal surface 
of the grip for cracks and tool marks in the 
bearing relief under-cut radius using a dye 
penetrant or an equivalent inspection 
method approved by the Chief, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, Flight Standards 
Division, Southwest Region, FAA. 

(5) Install a new metal grease seal, 
P/N 47-642-112, as required, in the blade 
grip in the manner described in Bell Service 
Bulletin 143 SB, Revision D, dated January 
23, 1968, or in a manner approved by the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Flight Standards Division, South- 
west Region, FAA. 

(6) Reassemble, reinstall, balance, and 
track metal tail rotor blades in accordance 
with the appropriate model maintenance and 
overhaul instruction manual. 

(i) Remove and replace metal tail rotor 
blades with 500 or more hours’ time in service 
on the effective date of AD 68-2-3, within 100 
hours’ time in service therefrom. 

(j) Remove and replace metal tail rotor 
blades with less than 500 hours’ time in 
service on the effective date of AD 68-2-3, 
prior to accumulating 600 hours’ time in 
service. 

(Kk) Remove and replace all subsequent 
replacement metal] tail rotor blades prior to 
accumulating 600 hours’ time in service. 


This supersedes Amendment 39-546 
(33 F.R. 2885) , AD 68-2-3, which became 
effective to all known U.S. operators of 
Bell Model 47 series helicopters upon 
receipt of individual copies mailed Jan- 
uary 20, 1968, and to all other persons 
on February 13, 1968. 


Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on April 2, 
1968. 


A. L. COULTER, 
Acting Director, Southwest Region. 


[P.R. Doc. 68-4250; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 711 
[Airspace Docket No. 68-SO-21] 


TRANSITION AREA 


Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is eonsidering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the Albany, Ga., 700-foot 
transition area. 


Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Area Man- 
ager, Atlanta Area Office, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Post Office Box 
20636, Atlanta, Ga. 30320. All commu- 
nications received within 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER will be considered be- 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements for in- 
formal conferences with Federal Avia- 
tion Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Chief, Air Traffic 
Branch. Any data, views, or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord- 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The Albany 700-foot transition area 
described in § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137) 
would be redesignated as follows: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 9-mile radius 
of Albany Municipal Airport (lat. 31°32’08’’ 
N., long. 84°11'34’"" W.); within a 10-mile 
radius of NAS Albany (lat. 31°35’50’’ N., 
long. 84°05’'05’’ W.); within a 5-mile radius 
of Sylvester Airport; within 2 miles each side 
of the Albany VORTAC 145° radial, extend- 
ing from the 9-mile radius area to the 
VORTAC; within 2 miles each side of the 
194° bearing from Sylvester RBN (lat. 
31°33’32’’ N., long. 83°53’39"" W.), extending 


from the 5-mile radius area to 8 miles south 
of the RBN. 


The proposed addition to the Albany 
700-foot transition area is required for 
the protection of IFR operations at 
Sylvester Airport. A prescribed instru- 
ment approach procedure to this airport 
utilizing the Sylvester (private) nondi- 
rectional radio beacon is proposed in 
conjunction with the alteration of this 
transition area. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Room 1724, 3400 
Whipple Street, East Point, Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348(a)). 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on April 1, 
1968. 
Gorpon A. WILLIAMS, Jr., 
Acting Director, Southern Region. 


{F-R. Doc. 68-4251; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
DISTRICT MANAGERS, ARIZ., ET AL. 


Delegation of Authority Regarding 
Contracts and Leases 


State Director, Arizona Supplement to 
Bureau of Land Management Manual 
1510: 

A. Pursuant to delegation of authority 
contained in Bureau Manual 1510-03B2c, 
the 


District Managers, 

Center Director. 

Chiefs, Divisions of Administration. 
Administrative Officers, 


are authorized: 


1. To enter into contracts with estab- 
lished sources for supplies and services, 
excluding capitalized equipment, regard- 
less of amount, and 

2. To enter into contracts on the open 
market for supplies and materials, ex- 
cluding capitalized equipment, not to 
exceed $2,500 per transaction ($2,000 for 
construction), provided that the require- 
ment is not available from established 
sources. 

Fred J. WEILER, 
State Director. 

Apri 3, 1968. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-4243; Filed, Apr. 9, 
8:46 a.m.] 
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[S 856] 
CALIFORNIA 


Notice of Proposed Amendment to 
Final Classification of Public Land 
for Multiple-Use Management 


The notice appearing in F.R. Doc. 67- 
15087, page 20988, of the issue of Decem- 
ber 29, 1967, is proposed to be changed 
as follows: 

Paragraph 4: Add the following de- 
scribed lands to provide for their segre- 
gation from the mining laws but not the 
mineral leasing laws, totaling approxi- 
mately 174 acres of public lands: 


Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN, CALIFORNIA 
NEVADA COUNTY 
All public lands in: 


T.16N.,R.10E., 
Sec. 30, lots 8, 19, and 82. 
T.17N.,R.8E., 
Sec. 1, lots 8 and 11; 
Sec. 11, NEYNW14NEX%, 
and SW\44NW\. 


In addition, publication of this notice 
has the effect of proposing to further 
change paragraph 4 to provide for addi- 
tional segregation of the hereinafter de- 
scribed 673 acres of public lands, together 
with any lands therein which may be- 


Wi,NW'4NEY, 


Notices 


come public lands in the future, from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining laws but 
not the mineral leasing laws: 


Mount D1aB_Lo MERIDIAN, CALIFORNIA 
NEVADA COUNTY 


All public lands in: 
T.17N.,R.9 E., 
Sec. 9, EY4SE%; 
Sec. 10, W%2SW%4, S%S%SE%; 
Sec. 13; 
Sec. 14, lot 4, SE4NE%, S'1ZNW%, N84; 
Secs. 15, 16, and 17; 
Sec. 20, N4NE4,NE\; 
Sec. 22, lots 12 and 77. 


All the above lands are found to have 
high recreational values and require the 
protection afforded by the above segre- 
gations. The Yuba River Trail is pres- 
ently under construction over and 
adjacent to the above lands. Public com- 
ments and the record of public discussion 
on the additional segregations are of 
record in the Folsom District Office. 

For a period of 60 days from the date 
of publication of this Notice of Proposed 
Amendment in the FepERAL REGISTER, all 
persons who wish to submit comments, 
suggestions, or objections in connection 
with the proposed segregations may 
present their views in writing to the 
Folsom District Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management, 63 Natoma Street, 
Folsom, Calif. 95630. 

A public hearing will be held if suffi- 
cient interest is shown. 


For the State Director. 


H. Curt HAMMIT, 
District Manager. 


68-4244; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Bureau of International Commerce 
[Case No. 380] 


WALDAMAR SEITZ AND NEMA 
MEET EN-REGELTECHNIEK 


Order Denying Export Privileges 


In the matter of Waldamar Seitz and 
Nema Meet En-Regeltechniek, Miner- 
valaan 13, Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 
respondents; Case No. 380. 

By charging letter dated January 5, 
1968, the Director, Investigations Divi- 
sion, Office of Export Control, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, charged the above 
respondents with violations of the Export 
Regulations and with the terms of an 
indefinite denial order that had been 
entered against them. The respondents 
failed to answer the charging letter which 
was duly served on them and they were 
held in default. An informal default 
hearing was held before the Compliance 


[F.R. Doc. 
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Commissioner on February 29, 1968, at 
which evidence was submitted for the 
purpose of sustaining the charges. 

The charging letter alleges in sub- 
stance that on March 14, 1966, an order 
denying U.S. export privileges for an 
indefinite period was issued against the 
respondents (and another party) because 
of their failure to answer interrogatories 
and that in violation of the prohibitions 
of said order and of the Export Regula- 
tions the respondents participated in 
certain export transactions with sup- 
pliers in the United States. Three specific 
transactions are alleged as violations. 
With respect to one of these transactions, 
in which it was alleged that respondents 
ordered and received a certain rare metal 
from a supplier in the United States, the 
Compliance Commissioner found that 
the evidence did not justify the con- 
clusion that a violation had been com- 
mited. Pursuant to § 382.9 of the Export 
Regulations the charge relating to this 
transaction is hereby dismissed. The 
Compliance Commissioner found that 
the evidence did support the other two 
charges. 

The Compliance Commissioner has 
considered the evidence in the case and 
has reported the findings of fact and 
findings that violations have occurred 
and he has recommended that the sanc- 
tion hereinafter set forth be imposed. 

After considering the evidence in the 
case and the recommendation of the 
Compliance Commissioner, I hereby 
make the following findings of fact: 

1. The respondent firm known as 
Nema Meet En-Regeltechniek (whose 
full name, according to the records of 
Commercial Register of the Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry for Amsterdam, 
is Nema Meet-Regel En Telecommuni- 
catie Techniek) is a dealer in electronic 
equipment and its activities include 
importing and exporting such commodi- 
ties. Ute Hilma Seitz, wife of the re- 
spondent Waldamar Seitz, is the 
registered owner of said firm but her 
husband is in charge of and responsible 
for carrying on all business matters of 
said firm. He has at times done business 
individually under the name Neditron. 
He was the individual who carried on the 
transactions hereinafter described. 

2. On March 14, 1966, the Office of 
Export Control, Bureau of International 
Commerce, U.S. Department of Com- 
merce issued an order against the above 
respondents and Ute Hilma Seitz deny- 
ing them all U.S. export privileges for 
an indefinite period because they failed 
to furnish responsive answers to inter- 
rogatories served on them in connection 
with an investigation conducted under 
authority of the Export Control Act. The 
denial order was served on respondents, 
was published in the FreperRaL REGISTER 
on March 18, 1966 (31 F.R. 4746) and 
has been in effect to the present time. 
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3. The denial order, among other 
things, prohibited respondents from par- 
ticipating, directly or indirectly, in any 
transaction involving any commodity 
exported or to be exported from the 
United States. The said order further 
provided that participation in any ex- 
port transaction included carrying on of 
negotiations with respect to, or in receiv- 
ing, ordering, or buying any commodity 
exported or to be exported from the 
United States. The respondents had 
knowledge of the prohibitions of the 
order. 


4. After some preliminary inquiries to 
a supplier in New York City, the re- 
spondent Seitz acting for Nema, on 
October 14, 1966, ordered from said sup- 
plier an infrared detector and attach- 
ments at the price of $5,470. The supplier 
filed an application with the Office of 
Export Control to export said equipment 
to Nema. It was observed in the Office of 
Export Control that the application 
showed Nema, a denied party, as the 
consignee and the application was 
rejected. The intervention of the Office 
of Export Control prevented Nema from 
receiving the goods. “ 

5. On September 30, 1966, the re- 
spondent Seitz, under the name Neditron, 
ordered from a U.S. supplier 10 electronic 
tubes at $170 each. On November 18, 
1966, the U.S. supplier exported to Nedi- 
tron seven tubes of the type ordered. 
Before delivery of the tubes was made 
to Neditron, the participation of Seitz in 
the transaction was discovered by the 
Office of Export Control and through its 
intervention delivery of the tubes to 
Neditron was prevented. 

Based on the foregoing, I have con- 
cluded the respondents violated §§ 381.3 
(a) and 381.4 of the U.S. Export Regu- 
lations and the denial order of the Office 
of Export Control dated March 14, 1966, 
in that respondents participated in 
transactions and carried on negotiations 
with respect to commodities to be ex- 
ported from the United States and 
ordered and attempted to receive such 
commodities with knowledge that such 
conduct was in violation of the prohibi- 
tions of said denial order. 


With reference to the sanction that 
should be imposed; the Compliance 
Commissioner in his report stated: 


If the indefinite denial order should be 
superseded by a denial order for a fixed 
period, it would defeat the purpose of the 
indefinite denial order (to obtain answers 
to interrogatories) and it would be incon- 
sistent with section 382.15 of the regulations 
which states that an indefinite denial order 
shall remain in effect until the interroga- 
tories are answered or good cause is shown 
for such failure. In the circumstances I 
recommend the issuance of * * * a duration 
denial order with the proviso that when 
the interrogatories are answered or good 
cause shown for failure to do so, considera- 
tion will be given to modifying the order. 


Now after considering the record in 
the case and the recommendation of the 
Compliance Commissioner, and being of 
the opinion that his recommendation as 
to the sanction that should be imposed 


is fair and just and calculated to achieve 


NOTICES 


effective enforcement of the law: It is 
hereby ordered, 

I. This order supersedes the order 
denying export privileges for an indef- 
inite period which was entered against 
the respondents on March 14, 1966 (31 
F.R. 4746), but all of the prohibitions 
and restrictions in said order are con- 
tinued ,in full force and effect. 

II. So long as export controls are in 
effect the respondents are hereby denied 
all privileges of participating, directly, 
or indirectly, in any manner or capacity, 
in any transaction involving commodi- 
ties or technical data exported from the 
United States, in whole or in part, or 
to be exported, or which are otherwise 
subject to the Export Regulations. With- 
out limitation of the generality of the 
foregoing, participation prohibited in 
any such transaction either in the United 
States or abroad, shall include partici- 
pation: (a) As a party or as a repre- 
sentative of a party to any validated 
export license application; (b) in the 
preparation or filing of any export 
license application or reexportation au- 
thorization, or document to be submitted 
therewith; (c) in the obtaining or using 
of any validated or general export 
license or other export control docu- 
ments; (d) in the carrying on of nego- 
tiations with respect to, or in the receiv- 
ing, ordering, buying, selling, delivering, 
storing, using, or disposing of any com- 
modities or technical data; ‘e) in the 
financing, forwarding, transporting. or 
other servicing of such commodities or 
technical data. 

On application of the respondents con- 
sideration will be given to modifying the 
terms of this order if they furnish re- 
sponsive answers to the written inter- 
rogatories heretofore served on them or 
show good cause for failure to do so, and 
also furnish to the Office of Export Con- 
trol such other information as it consid- 
ers desirable and appropriate regarding 
their dealings in U.S.-origin commodities 
and technical data. 

III. Such denial of export privileges 
shall extend not only to the respondents, 
but also to their agents, employees, rep- 
resentatives, and partners, and to any 
person, firm, corporation, or other busi- 
ness organization with which they now 
or hereafter may be related by affiliation, 
ownership, control, position of respon- 
sibility, or other connection in the con- 
duct of trade or services connected there- 
with. Included within the scope of this 
provision is Ute Hilma Seitz, record 
owner of the respondent Nema. This or- 
der is also applicable to Neditron, under 
which name the respondent Waldamar 
Seitz sometimes does business. 

IV. No person, firm, corporation, part- 
nership, or other business organization, 
whether in the United States or else- 
where, without prior disclosure to and 
specific authorization from the Bureau 
of International Commerce, shall do any 
of the following acts, directly or indi- 
rectly, in any manner or capacity, on be- 
half of or in any association with the re- 
spondents or other person denied export 
privileges within the scope of this or- 
der, or whereby such respondents or such 


other person may obtain any benefit 
therefrom or have any interest or par- 
ticipation therein, directly or indirectly: 
(a) Apply for, obtain, transfer, or use 
any license, Shipper’s Export Declara- 
tion, bill of lading, or other export con- 
trol document relating to any exporta- 
tion, reexportation, transshipment, or 
diversion of any commodity or technical 
data exported or to be exported from the 
United States, by, to, or for any such re- 
spondent or other person denied export 
privileges within the scope of this order; 
or (b) order, buy, receive, use, sell, de- 
liver, store, dispose of, forward, trans- 
port, finance, or otherwise service or par- 
ticipate in any exportation, reexporta- 
tion, transshipment, or diversion of any 
commodity or technical data exported 
or to be exported from the United States. 


Dated: April 2, 1968. 


RAvER H. MEYER, 
Director, Office of Export Control. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4255; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


[Order No. 394-68] 


ASSOCIATE DIRECTORS, BUREAU OF 
NARCOTICS AND DANGEROUS 
DRUGS 


Designation and Delegation of 
Authority 


Pursuant to the authority vested in 
me by Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1968, 
submitted by the President to the Con- 
gress of the United States on February 7 
1968, and effective on April 8, 1968, I 
hereby designate John Finlator and 
Henry L. Giordano as Associate Directors 
of the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous 
Drugs with full authority to perform all 
necessary functions and to delegate such 
authority as they deem necessary to 
insure the continued and effective oper- 
ation of the Bureau. 

This order shall be effective as of 
April 8, 1968. 


Dated: April 7, 1968. 


RAMSEY CLARK, 
Attorney General. 


68-4294; Filed, Apr. 8, 1968: 
12:30 p.m.] 


{[F.R. Doc. 


Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous 
Drugs 
{Order No. 1] 


BUREAU AGENTS 


Delegation of Authority To Conduct 
Investigations 


Under the authority delegated by the 
Attorney General of the United States, 
pursuant to Part 0 of Title 28 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations (Organization of 


the Department of Justice), Subpart 
AA (§§ 0.200, 0.21 and 0.202), there is 
hereby redelegated to duly appointed 
and authorized agents of the Bureau of 
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Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs of the 
Department of Justice all rights, powers 
and duties contained in 21 U.S.C. 372 
(a), (ce), (e), 21 U.S.C. 360a(d), 26 U.S.C. 
7606, and 26 U.S.C. 7607. 


JOHN FINLATOR, 


Associate Director, Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs. 


Henry L. GIORDANO, 
Associate Director, Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs. 
APRIL 8, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4295; Filed, Apr. 8, 
12:30 p.m.] 
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[Order No. 2] 


SUPERVISORS AND ADMINISTRA- 
TORS, BUREAU OF NARCOTICS 
AND BUREAU OF DRUG ABUSE 
CONTROL 


Redelegation of Functions 


Under the authority delegated by the 
Attorney General of the United States 
to the Director and Associate Directors 
of the Bureau of Narcotics and Dan- 
gerous Drugs pursuant to Part 0 of 
Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regula- 
tions (Organization of the Department of 
Justice) Subpart AA (§§ 0.200, 0.21, and 
0.202), all persons having supervisory 
and administrative authority in. the 
previous Bureau of Narcotics and 
Bureau of Drug Abuse Control will con- 
tinue to exercise these functions with full 
force and effect. 


JOHN FINLATOR, 
Associate Director, Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs. 


HENRY L. GIORDANO, 
Associate Director, Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs. 


Aprit 8, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4296; Filed, Apr. 8, 
12:30 p.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. CP68-260] 
CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 
Notice of Application 


APRIL 3, 1968. 

Take notice that on March 26, 1968, 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp. (Appli- 
cant) , 445 West Main Street, Clarksburg, 
W. Va. 26301, filed in Docket No. CP68- 
260 an application pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a cer- 
tificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity authorizing the construction and 
operation of certain facilities for the 
transportation of natural gas, all as more 
fully set forth in the application which 
is on file with the Commission ard open 
to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant proposes to 
construct and operate the following 
facilities: 

(1) Approximately 23.3 miles of 20- 
inch pipeline No. 554, looping existing 
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Lines Nos. 14 and 24, extending in a 
northerly direction from the State Line 
Compressor Station in Potter County, 
Pa., to the Angelica Connection in Al- 
legany County, N.Y.; 

(2) Approximately 15 miles of a new 
26-inch pipeline, TL-379, extending from 
Woodhull Storage Compressor Station in 
an easterly direction to Lines Nos. 1 and 
31 at Lindley Gate, all in Steuben County, 
Wee. 

(3) Approximately 15.4 miles of 26- 
inch Line No. 31, extending in a north- 
easterly direction from 1.5 miles north 
of the Big Flats Connection in Chemung 
County, N.Y., to 1 mile south of the 
Cayuta Gate in Tompkins County, N.Y., 
replacing existing 20-inch Line No. 31; 

(4) Approximately 11.9 miles of 30- 
inch Line No. 550, extending in a north- 
easterly direction from the northeastern 
terminus of existing Line No. 550, loop- 
ing Line No. 30, to the connection of the 
Oneida Line No. 545 with Line No. 30, 
all in Madison County, N.Y. 

(5) Approximately 45.1 miles of 20- 
inch Line No. 550, looping Line No. 30, 
extending in an easterly direction from 
the Cramer Corners Gate in Herkimer 
County to the Schenectady Connection in 
Schenectady County, N.Y.; 

(6) Pressure regulating facilities at the 
Schenectady Connection; 

(7) Approximately 12.4 miles of a new 
16-inch pipeline TL-383, extending in an 
easterly direction from a point on Line 
No. 532, 6.6 miles north of the Knox 
Connection to a new point of delivery to 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., to be 
known as the South Albany Connection, 
allin Albany County, N.Y.; 

(8) A new measuring and regulating 
station at the eastern terminus of Project 
7, South Albany Connection, Albany 
County. 

The Applicant states that the proposed 
facilities are required to meet the normal 
growth in the peak flow requirements of 
its markets in the State of New York 
during the 1968-69 winter. 

Total cost is estimated to be $15,369,670 
to be financed by borrowing from Ap- 
plicaht’s parent corporation, Consoli- 
dated Natural Gas Co. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before April 30, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re- 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear- 
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ing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


GORDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


68-4234; Filed, Apr. 9, 19€8; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 





[Docket No. C1I65-974, etc.] 
GEORGE DESPOT ET AL. 


Order Conditionally Approving Settle- 
ments Issuing Certificates of Public 
Convenience and Necessity and 
Amendment to Certificate Accepting 
the Related Rate Schedules and 
Supplements Thereto for Filing and 
Severing and Terminating Proceed- 
ings 

APRIL 2, 1968. 

George Despot, agent (Operator), et 
al., Docket No. C165-974, ete.; Gulf Oil 
Corp., Docket No. G—16141; Continental 
Oil Co., Docket No. CI66—-1099; Mobil 
Oil Corp., Docket No. CI67-364; Sinclair 
Oil & Gas Co., Docket No. CI67-—365. 

Gulf Oil Corp. (Gulf) ,> Continental Oil 
Co. (Continental),> Mobil Oil Corp. 
(Mobil), and Sinclair Oil & Gas Co. 
(Sinclair), producer-respondents in the 
consolidated Despot proceedings, have 
made four unauthorized Lo-Vaca type 
sales in the Permian Basin Area. Gulf’s 
sale is to Transwestern Pipeline Co. and 
the other respondents’ sales are to El 
Paso Natural Gas Co. The respondents 
have submitted offers of rate settlement 
which we accept, but condition with 
respect to the imposition of interest. 

The settlement offers differ from the 
Mobil refund formula, which was ap- 
proved in our order of November 22, 1967, 
conditionally approving Humble’s offer 
of settlement. (See also our George 
Despot et al., orders of Mar. 7, 1968.) 
The refund formula proposed by the in- 
stant respondents will generate greater 
refunds than the Mobil formula pro- 
vides.* 

Respondents propose to refund 100 
percent of excess amounts collected prior 
to September 1, 1965, above the appli- 
cable 16 cents per Mcf initial service 
guideline ceiling, adjusted for quality 
and B.t.u. deficiency.‘ In addition, the 
three producers having sales after Au- 


1Gulf seeks to amend its existing certifi- 
cate issued in Docket No. G-16141 to include 
that portion of gas that was initially 
reserved and sold for its unauthorized Lo- 
Vaca type sales. 

? Continental in Docket No. CI66—-1099 has 
ceased to sell gas due to field depletion. 
A certificate nunc pro tunc is being requested 
for the unauthorized sale. 

*The Mobil formula provides for a refund 
of 6244 percent of excess amounts collected 
above the initial service ceiling between 
Oct. 23, 1961, to Jan. 18, 1965, 100 percent of 
excess amount collected above the initial 
service ceiling between Jan. 18, 1965, and the 
date of the issuing order. 

*Only in Gulf’s Docket No. G-16141 will 
there be an adjustment for B.t.u. deficiency. 
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gust 31, 1965, propose to refund 100 per- 
cent of excess amounts collected after 
August 31, 1965, above the applicable just 
and reasonable area base rate of 14.5 
cents per Mcf adjusted for quality.’ 

Consistent with our previous Despot 
settlement orders, i.e., rate of interest, we 
will condition our acceptance of each of 
these settlements upon the payment of 
7 percent interest per year upon all sums 
refundable from the date of collection to 
the date of this order less royalty and 
overriding royalty interest. We will also 
direct each respondent to retain the 
sums refundable pending our determina- 
tion of their ultimate disposition and will 
require that if these funds are com- 
mingled with other corporate funds, in- 
terest at 54 percent per year shall be 
accrued thereon. 

For the reasons stated it would be in 
the public interest to approve the offers 
of settlement as conditioned. 

The Commission finds: 


(1) The settlement proposals filed by 
respondents as hereinafter conditioned, 
are in the public interest, and it is ap- 
propriate in the administration, of the 
provisions of the Natural Gas Act that it 
be approved and made effective as here- 
inafter ordered. 

(2) The sales for which respondents 
seek authorization together with the 
construction and operation of any facili- 
ties subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission necessary therefor, are sub- 
ject to the requirements of subsections 
(c) and (e) of section 7 of the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(3) The respondents are able and will- 
ing to do the acts and to perform the 
services proposed, and to conform to the 
provisions of the Natural Gas Act and 
the requirements, rules, and regulations 
of the Commission thereunder. 

(4) The sales proposed by respondents 
together with the construction and op- 
eration of any facilities subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission and 
necessary therefor are required by the 
public convenience and necessity and as 
conditioned herein are in the public 
interest. 

(5) It is in the public interest to au- 
thorize the amendment of the certificate 
issued Gulf in Docket No. G-16141 to au- 
thorize additional] service. 

The Commission orders: 


(A) The settlement of these proceed- 
ings on the basis of the settlement pro- 
posal filed by each as herein conditioned, 
are approved and made effective subject 
to terms and conditions herein. 

(B) Respondents shall refund 100 per- 
cent of excess amounts collected prior to 
September 1, 1965, above 16 cents per 
Mcf, adjusted for quality and also B.t.u. 
content for Gulf only. The three pro- 
ducing respondents shall refund 100 per- 
cent of excess amounts collected after 
August 31, 1965, above the just and rea- 
sonable area base rate of 14.5 cents 
per Mcf adjusted for quality, to the date 
of this order. 


5 Respondents’ proposal would generate ap- 
proximately $6,700 more in refunds than if 
the Mobil formula were used. 
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(C) Respondents shall compute in- 
terest on all refundable amounts which 
they have collected at the rate of 7 per- 
cent per year from the date of collec- 
tion to the date of the issuance of this 
order less royalty and overriding royalty 
interest. 

(D) Respondents shall file with the 
Commission within 45 days after the date 
of this order a report setting out the 
amount of refunds computed in accord- 
ance with the settlement proposal 
together with the interest thereon com- 
puted in accordance with paragraph (C) 
hereof showing details of computations 
and shall serve a copy of the report on 
all parties to the proceeding in Docket 
No. CI65-974 et al. 

(E) Respondents shall retain the 
amounts shown in the reports required 
under ordering paragraph (D) subject 
to further order of the Commission di- 
recting the disposition of these amounts. 
If any respondent elects to commingle 
these retained refunds with its general 
assets and use them for its corporate 
purposes, it shall pay interest thereon 
at the rate of 542 percent per annum on 
all funds thus available from the date of 
this order to the date on which they are 
paid over to the person ultimately deter- 
mined to be entitled thereto in a final 
order of the Commission, If any respond- 
ent elects to deposit the retained re- 
funds in a special escrow account, such 
respondent shall tender for filing on or 
before the date of the filing of the refund 
report an executed Escrow Agreement, 
conditioned as set out below accom- 
panied by certificate showing service of 
a copy thereof upon the parties to the 
proceeding in Docket Nos. CI65—-974 et al, 
Unless notified to the contrary by the 
Secretary withia 30 days from the date 
of filing thereo! the Escrow Agreement 
shall be entered into between respondent 
and any bank or trust company used as a 
depositor for funds of the U.S. Govern- 
ment and the agreement shal] be con- 
ditioned as follows: 

(1) Such respondent, the bank or trust 
company, and the successors and assigns 
of each, shall be held and formally bound 
unto the Federal Power Commission for 
the use and benefit of those entitled 
thereto, with respect to all amounts and 
the interest thereon deposited in a special 
escrow account, subject to such Agree- 
ment, and such bank or trust company 
shall be bound to pay over to such per- 
son or persons as may be identified and 
designated by final order of the Com- 
mission and in such manner as may be 
therein specified, all or any portion of 
such deposits and the interest thereon. 

(2) The bank or trust company may 
invest and reinvest such deposits in any 
short-term indebtedness of the United 
States or an agency thereof or in any 
form of obligation guaranteed by the 
United States which is, respectively, pay- 
able within 120 days as the said bank or 
trust company in the exercise of its 
sound discretion may select. 

(3) Such bank or trust company shall 
be liable only for such interest as the in- 
vested funds described in paragraph (2) 
above will earn and no other interest 
may be collected from it. 
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(4) Such bank or trust company shall 
be entitled to such compensation as is 
fair, reasonable and customary for its 
services as such, which compensation 
shall be paid out of the escrow account to 
such bank or trust company. Said bank 
or trust company shall likewise be en- 
titled to reimbursement for its reasonable 
expenses necessarily incurred in the ad- 
ministration of this escrow account, 
which reimbursement shall be made out 
of the escrow account. 

(5) Such bank or trust company shall 
report to the Secretary of this Commis- 
sion quarterly, certifying the amount 
deposited in the trust account for the 
quarterly period. 

(F) Permanent certificates of public 
convenience and necessity issued to 
respondents upon the conditions herein- 
after set forth authorizing the sale and 
service proposed. 

(G) Each certificate issued to a re- 
spondent by paragraph (F) are condi- 
tioned upon such respondent’s accepting 
the certificate issued to it in writing and 
under oath within 30 days of the issuance 
of this order. 

(H) The certificate issued to each 
respondent by paragraph (F) is condi- 
tioned upon the acceptance by such 
respondent of the modifications of its 
settlement proposal as provided in this 
order. 

(I) The certificates issued in para- 
graph (F) are conditioned so that on and 
after the date of this order and until 
lawfully changed the price charged 
by each respondent shaH be the price 
stated in its offer of settlement. Each 
respondent within thirty days of the date 
of this order shall file a rate schedule 
or supplemental rate schedule reflecting 
the conditioned price in lieu of the price 
currently provided therein, and as to 
such filing the requirements of § 154.94 
(f) of the regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act are waived and upon compli- 
ance the proposed related rate sched- 
ules and supplements thereto shall be 
accepted for filing effective as of the 
date of this order, provided that this 
order is without prejudice to any action 
which the Commission may hereafter 
take pursuant to the provisions of sec- 
tions 4 and 5 of the Natural Gas Act. 

(J) The certificate issued in Docket No. 
G-16141 is amended to authorize the 
additional service proposed under that 
Docket subject to the conditions (G), 
(H), and (I) of this order. 

(K) Respondents shall file Quaiity 
Statements as specified by ordering par- 
agraph (F) of Opinion No. 468, as modi- 
fied within 45 days from the date of the 
order herein. 

(L) If the quality of the gas 
delivered hereunder deviates at any time 
from the quality standards set forth in 
ordering paragraph (B) of Opinion No. 
468, so as to require a downward adjust- 
ment of the existing rate, a notice of 
change in rate must be filed pursuant to 
the provisions of section 4 of the Natural 
Gas Act: Provided however, That adjust- 
ments reflecting change in B.t.u. content 
shall be computed by applicable formula 
and charged without the filing of a notice 
of change in rate. 
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(M) Each respondent shall, over the 
signature of a responsible officer, file 
with the Commission, within 30 days of 
the date of this order, an original and 
one copy of its acceptance or rejection 
of this order and shall serve a copy of 
the same on the parties to Docket Nos. 
C1I65-—974 et al. 

(N) Upon full compliance by any 
respondent with this order the proceed- 
ings in that respondent’s docket shall 
terminate and such proceedings upon 
termination are hereby severed from the 
consolidated proceedings in Docket Nos. 
CI65-974 et al. 


By the Commission. 


[sEau] KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Acting Secretary. 
[FR. Doc. 68-4235; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket No. CP68-263] 
HUMBLE GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 
Notice of Application 


Aprit 3, 1968. 

Take notice that on March 27, 1968, 
Humble Gas Transmission Co. (Appli- 
cant), 1700 Commerce Building, New 
Orleans, La. 70112, filed in Docket No. 
CP68-263 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the installation and 
operation of a measuring station for the 
receipt and transportation of natural gas 
in the Carthage Point Field, Miss., all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant desires to install 
and operate a measuring station for the 
receipt of natural gas to be purchased 
from Dorchester Gas Producing Co. in 
the Carthage Point Field pursuant to an 
agreement dated February 9, 1968, at a 
point where Applicant previously pur- 
chased gas in this field on Applicant’s 
existing line. 

Applicant states that the authorization 
is sought in order to supplement the sup- 
ply of gas available to it by approx- 
imately three billion cubic feet. 

The cost of the facilities is estimated 
to be $2,325 to be financed with funds 
on hand. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac- 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before April 30, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or peti- 
tion to intervene is filed within the time 
required herein, if the Commission on 
its own review of the matter finds that 
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a grant of the certificate is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
68-4236; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 





[Docket No. RI68—500, etc. ] 
MARATHON OIL CO. 


Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes 
in Rates, and Allowing Rate 
Changes To Become Effective Sub- 
ject to Refund; Correction 


MARCH 28, 1968. 

Marathon Oil Co., Docket Nos. RI68—- 
500, etc.; Marathon Oil Co., Docket No. 
RI68—500. 

In order providing for hearing on and 
suspension of proposed changes in rates, 
and allowing rate changes to become 
effective subject to refund, issued March 
8, 1968, and published in the FEpERAL 
REGISTER March 16, 1968 (F.R. Doc. 68—- 
3258), 33 F.R. 4646, Docket No. RI68—500 
et al., opposite ‘““Marathon Oil Co. Rate 
Schedule No. 50”, under “Date Sus- 
pended Until” change “4-19-68” to “3- 
19-68”. 

GorbDOon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-4237; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. RP68-17, RP67-21] 


NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY 
OF AMERICA 


Order Waiving Intermediate Decision 
Procedure, Establishing Briefing 
Schedule and Setting Date for Oral 
Argument 


ApRIL 3, 1968. 


On March 13, 1968, prior to the con- 
clusion of hearings in Phase I of the 
above-captioned proceeding, the city of 
Chicago filed a motion that the inter- 
mediate decision procedure be waived as 
provided by §$1.30(c) of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure. 
Thereafter, on March 15, 1968, staff also 
filed a motion for waiver and omission 
of the intermediate decision in the initial 
phase. On March 20, 1968, Natural Gas 
Pipeline Co. of America (Natural), ap- 
plicant for rate increases in Docket Nos. 
RP68-17 and RP67-21, filed an answer 
to the motions stating that it does not 
oppose omission of the Examiner’s deci- 
sion on condition that the Commission 
sets a schedule which will afford ade- 
quate time for appropriate briefing and 
that it allows oral argument. 
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By order issued February 29, 1968, we 
consolidated the proceedings on Natural’s 
rate increases filed May 31, 1967 and 
January 30, 1968. Contemplating that 
certain issues might be susceptible of 
hearing and decision within the 5- 
month suspension period ordered in 
Docket No. RP68-17, that is by August 
1, 1968, the Examiner was directed by the 
order to determine whether there should 
be a two-phase hearing and, if so, which 
issues should be heard first. At the first 
day of hearing the Examiner, after 
listening to the views of the parties, 
ruled that the proceeding should be de- 
veloped in two phases. The ruling was 
based on a conclusion that it would be 
impossible to secure a Commission deci- 
sion on all issues by the end of the 
suspension period; therefore, the Com- 
mission’s goal of limiting insofar as pos- 
sible the excess revenues to be collected 
subject to refund required that proceed- 
ing be divided. The Examiner ordered 
that the initial phase include trial of the 
rate of return issue, the proposal by 
Chicago for amortization of accumulated 
deferred tax reserves, and the treatment 
of Natural’s claim of the proposed 
Federal income surtax in its cost of serv- 
ice. No party expressed disagreement 
with the ruling. 

Cross-examination on testimony rel- 
evant to the three Phase I issues began 
March 13 and concluded on March 25. 
The requests for omission of the inter- 
mediate decision are premised on the 
shortage of available time if the Commis- 
sion is to issue its opinion in Phase I prior 
to the effective date of the rate increase 
in Docket No. RP68-17. All parties seem- 
ingly agree that the goal of an August 1 
decision necessitates waiver of the ini- 
tial decision herein. 

It is not our policy to waive the inter- 
mediate decision procedure. However, we 
believe there are good and sufficient rea- 
sons for granting the motions in this in- 
stance. The questions presented, particu- 
larly the appropriate rate of return to be 
allowed Natural, are apt for determina- 
tion by application of the Commission’s 
own judgment and experience. No fac- 
tual disputes are involved. Omitting the 
Examiner’s decision will allow the Com- 
mission a sufficient period of time for 
detailed consideration of the issues pre- 
sented in the initial phase and, by per- 
mitting a decision by August 1, 1968, will 
work to eliminate the collection of pos- 
sible excess revenues. Such action will 
thereby be “in the best tradition of effec- 
tive administration practice,” FPC v. 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., 371 
U.S. 145 (1962). Waiver also will enable 
the Commission to carry out its respon- 
sibility under section 4(e) of the Natural 
Gas Act to decide rate increase cases “as 
speedily as possible.” 

For the reasons stated the motions for 
waiver of the intermediate decision pro- 
cedure in Phase I of this proceeding will 
be granted. 

The Commission finds: 


(1) Due and timely execution of the 
Commission’s functions imperatively 
and unavoidably requires the omission of 
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the intermediate decision procedure 
herein. 

(2) Good cause has been shown for 
waiving the intermediate decision pro- 
cedure and to provide for filing of briefs, 
and for allowing oral argument before 
the Commission at the time hereafter 
fixed. 

(3) The actions taken in this case shall 
not be taken as establishing a precedent 
for any other future proceeding. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The motions filed by the city of 
Chicago and staff on March 13 and 15, 
1968, respectively, for waiver and omis- 
sion of the intermediate decision are 
granted. 

(B) The following schedule for briefs 
on Phase I shall be observed (dates are 
mailing dates): April 25, 1968—briefs by 
Natural and supporting parties; May 13, 
i968—briefs of staff and opposing 
parties; May 27, 1968—reply briefs by 
Natural and supporting parties. 

(C) Oral argument before the Com- 
mission shall be held on June 11, 1968, 
at 10 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a hearing room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. All parties 
desiring to participate in the oral argu- 
ment shall inform the Secretary of the 
Commission in writing of the length of 
time desired for argument not later than 
May 29, 1968. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] KENNETH F. PLUMB, 


Acting Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4238; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. E-7379] 


ST. MICHAELS UTILITIES COMMISSION 
AND DELMARVA POWER & LIGHT 
COMPANY OF MARYLAND 


Order Providing for Hearing 


APRIL 2, 1968. 

By complaint filed November 15, 1967, 
the St. Michaels Utilities Commission 
(St. Michaels), a municipally owned 
electric utility of St. Michaels, Md., al- 
leges that the rate of the Delmarva 
Power & Light Company of Maryland 
(Delmarva), a public utility subject to 
the jurisdiction of this Commission, for 
the sale of electric energy for resale 
is unreasonably high. St. Michaels resells 
the energy purchased from Delmarva to 
the Choptank Electric Cooperative, Inc. 
(Choptank), for resale by Choptank to 
its members. St. Michaels also provides 
retail service in and around the town of 
St. Michaels, Md. 

Choptank also receives wholesale elec- 
tric service at other delivery points di- 
rectly from Delmarva, at a rate lower 
than that at which Delmarva sells to St. 
Michaels for resale to Choptank. Chop- 
tank is currently seeking to replace its 
service from St. Michaels with another 
delivery point from Delmarva. St. 
Michaels contends that it can lower its 
rates to serve Choptank as economically 
as Delmarva, if Delmarva will reduce the 
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rates it charges St. Michaels for that 
portion of the power and energy which 
St. Michaels resells to Choptank. Del- 
marva contends that since St. Michaels 
pays the same rates as other wholesale 
customers in its class, a lower rate for 
St. Michaels’ service to Choptank would 
be unduly preferential. 

In Opinion No. 490, 35 FPC 591, aff’d. 
377 F. 2d 912 (CA 4, 1967), we found that 
the rates charged St. Michaels by Del- 
marva were not unlawful. We did not 
there reach the specific question raised 
by this complaint. We pointed out, 35 FPC 
at 599-600, that St. Michaels charged 
Choptank about 4 mills more than its 
cost to serve Choptank. St. Michaels now 
states in its complaint that it has re- 
duced its rates to Choptank by 4 mills 
since our Opinion No. 490 was issued. It 
is therefore appropriate for us to order 
a hearing to determine whether there 
are now any special facts or circum- 
stances which would justify a lower rate 
for the power sold to St. Michaels for 
resale to Choptank. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and appropriate for the purposes of the 
Federal Power Act, particularly sections 
205, 206, 301, 306, 307, and 309 thereof, 
that a public hearing be held on the is- 
sues raised in the recitals set forth in 
the Complaint and Answer. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority con- 
tained in and subject to the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the Federal Power Com- 
mission by the Federal Power Act and 
pursuant to the rules of practice and 
procedure, a public hearing shall be held 
May 6, 1968 at 10 am., e.d.s.t., at the 
offices of the Federal Power Commission 
in Washington, D.C. 

(B) Notices of intervention and peti- 
tions to intervene in this proceeding may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, on or be- 
fore April 22, 1968, in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37). 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] KENNETH F. PLuMs, 


Acting Secretary. 


[F.R.. Doc. 68-4239; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RI68-396] 
SAMEDAN OIL CORP. ET AL. 


Order Amending Order Providing for 
Hearings on and Suspension of 
Proposed Changes in Rates To Per- 
mit Substitute Rate Filing 


APRIL 2, 1968. 

On January 2, 1968, Samedan Oil 
Corp. (Operator) et al. (Samedan), 
filed with the Commission a proposed 
change in rate from 17.015 cents to 
19.015 cents (Oklahoma Panhandle 
Area), and 15.015 cents to 19.015 cents 
per Mcf (Oklahoma “Other” Area), in- 
clusive of 0.015 cent per Mcf partial tax 
reimbursement, under its FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 17, which pertains to its 


jurisdictional sales of natural gas from 
the Woodward Area, Woodward County, 
Okla. (Panhandle area), and Dewey 
County, Okla. (Oklahoma “Other” Area) 
to Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. 
The Commission by order issued January 
31, 1968, in Docket No. RI68-396, sus- 
pended for 5 months Samedan’s pro- 
posed rate filing until July 2, 1968, and 
thereafter until made effective in the 
manner prescribed by the Natural Gas 
Act. Samedan’s suspended rate increases 
have not been made effective pursuant 
to section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act. 

On March 4, 1968, Samedan submitted 
an amended notice of change in rates, 
designated as Supplement No. 1 to Sup- 
plement No. 11 to Samedan’s FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 17, amending the 
supplement to the aforementioned rate 
schedule to provide for rate increases 
from 17.015 cents to 20.51 cents, and 
from 15.015 cents to 20.51 cents per Mcf, 
instead of the 19.015 cents per Mcf rate 
filed on January 2, 1968. Due to an over- 
sight, Samedan did not include its full 
contractually due tax reimbursement for 
the Oklahoma Excise Tax and Gross Pro- 
duction Tax in its previous filing. Same- 
dan now proposes to further increase the 
suspended rates to 20.51 cents per Mcf 
to include the correct contractually due 
tax reimbursement of 1.01 cents per Mcf. 

Samedan’s proposed 20.51 cents rates 
exceed the area ceiling of 11 cents per 
Mcf for increased rates in Panhandle 
and Oklahoma “Other” Areas as an- 
nounced in the Commission’s Statement 
of General Policy No. 61-1,.as amended, 
as did the previously suspended rates in 
said docket. 

We believe that it would be in the 
public interest to accept the amended 
rate filing subject to the suspension pro- 
ceeding in Docket No. RI68-396, with the 
suspension period of such amended rate 
filing to terminate concurrently with the 
suspension period (July 2, 1968) of the 
original filing in said docket. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The suspension order issued Jan- 
uary 31, 1968, in Docket No. RI68-396, 
is amended only so far as to permit the 
20.51 cents per Mcf rate contained in 
Supplement No. 1 to Supplement No. 11 
to Samedan’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 17 to be filed to supersede the 19.015 
cents per Mcf rate provided by Supple- 
ment No. 11 to the aforementioned rate 
schedule, subject to the suspension pro- 
ceeding in Docket No. RI68-396. The 
suspension period for such substitute 
filing shall terminate concurrently with 
the suspension period (July 2, 1968) 
presently in effect in said docket. 

(B) In all other respects, the order 
issued by the Commission on January 
31, 1968, in Docket No. RI68—396, shall 
remain unchanged and in full force and 
effect. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] GorRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4240; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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[Docket No. CP68-259 ] 
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 
Notice of Application 


APRIL 2, 1968. 


Take notice that on March 26, 1968, 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Applicant), 
Post Office Box 1407, Shreveport, La. 
71102, filed in Docket No. CP68-259 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author- 
izing the construction and operation of 
approximately 12 miles of pipeline and 
appurtenant facilities in Lafourche Par- 
ish, La., all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 


Commission and open to _ public 
inspection. 
Specifically, Applicant proposes to 


construct and operate 11.8 miles of 
12-inch pipeline, purchase meter station 
and appurtenant facilities beginning at 
the tie-in to facilities proposed in Docket 
No. CP68-192, Section 10, To. 24, S., R. 
21 E., and extending in a southeasterly 
direction to end at a point in the N'%4 of 
the NE%, of Block 26, South Timbalier 
Area, all in Lafourche Parish. 7 

The purpose of the proposed facilities 
is to attach approximately 79 billion 
cubic feet of reserves pursuant to a con- 
tract with Shell Oil Co. (Shell). The 
Applicant states that Shell is presently 
being forced to vent the gas which is 
produced in connection with oil. 

Total cost is estimated to be $1,924,500 
to be financed through funds on hand. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before April 29, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed- 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no protest or petition to 
intervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a protest 
or petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or if the Commission on its own 
motion believes that a formal hearing 
is required, further notice of such hear- 
ing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

GorRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4241; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


[Docket No. G-6204 etc. ] 
WARREN PETROLEUM CORP. ET AL. 


Findings and Order After Statutory 
Hearing; Correction 


MarcH 28, 1968. 


Warren Petroleum Corp. (successor to 
Gulf Oil Corp.) and other applicants 
liste¢ herein, Docket Nos. G—6204, etc.; 
Union Producing Co. (Operator) et al., 
Docket No. G—13633. 

In findings and order after statutory 
hearing issuing certificates of public 
convenience and necessity, dismissing 
applications, canceling docket number, 
amending certificates, permitting and 
approving abandonment of service, ter- 
minating certificates, substituting re- 
spondent, redesignating proceeding, re- 
quiring filing of agreement and undertak- 
ing and accepting related rate sched- 
ules and supplements for filing, issued 
March 12, 1968, and published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER March 20, 1968 (F.R. 
Doc. 68-3260), 33 F.R. 4754, Docket Nos. 
G-6204 et al., lst column: Change filing 
date to read “6-16-67” in lieu of “5-10— 
67” relating to Docket No. G—-13633. 


GorDON M. GRANT, 


. Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-4242; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 532] 


HAYDEE FORWARDING CO., INC. 
Order of Revocation 


Whereas, Haydee Forwarding Co., Inc., 
149 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10006, 
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 532, temporarily ceased to 
operate an as independent ocean freight 
forwarder; and 

Whereas, on August 11, 1966, pursuant 
to section 44(d), Shipping Act, 1916, 
(46 U.S.C. 841(b)), the Commission 
ordered that the Independent Ocean 
Freight Forwarder License of Haydee 
Forwarding Co., Inc. be suspended for a 
period not to exceed 18 months; and 

Whereas, the Commission further 
ordered that the Director, Bureau of 
Domestic Regulation forthwith revoke 
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 532 should the licensee fail 
within the 18-month period allotted to 
(1) reactivate its forwarding business 
and (2) submit a valid surety bond to the 
Commission; and 

Whereas, by certified letter dated 
January 26, 1968, the Bureau of Do- 
mestic Regulation reminded Haydee 
Forwarding Co., Inc., that the 18-month 
period would expire on February 12, 
1968, and it was requested to advise if it 
intended to reactivate its license and 
submit a valid surety bond to the Com- 
mission; and 

Whereas, Haydee Forwarding Co. 
failed to reply to this inquiry or com- 
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municate with the Commission in any 
way in order to make its intentions 
known. 

Now, therefore, by virtue of authority 
vested in me by the August 11, 1966, order 
of the Federal Maritime Commission: 

It is ordered, that the Independent 
Ocean Freight Forwarder License No. 
532 of Haydee Forwarding Co., Inc., be 
and is hereby revoked, effective April 3, 
1968. 

It is further ordered, that a copy of 
this order be published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER and served on the licensee. 


Leroy F. FULLER, 
Director, 
Bureau of Domestic Regulation. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4259; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Fact Finding Investigation No. 7] 


RATES ON PLYWOOD BETWEEN U.S. 
AND JAPAN, UNITED KINGDOM, 
AND EUROPE 


Discontinuance of Investigation 


By order of March 24, 1964, the Fed- 
eral Maritime Commission instituted the 
subject nonadjudicatory investigation to 
obtain information regarding the law- 
fulness under the Shipping Act, 1916, of 
ocean freight rates on plywood apply- 
ing between the United States and Japan, 
the United Kingdom, and Europe. In- 
vestigation was withheld upon request, 
however, to permit direct negotiations 
between steamship conferences and ply- 
wood interests with respect to lower out- 
bound rates. Plywood interests indicate 
their desire for direct negotiations with 
conferences without Commission investi- 
gation. 

It does not now appear that investiga- 
tion by the Commission is needed. 

Therefore, it is ordered, That this pro- 
ceeding be, and is hereby discontinued. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] THomas LIsI, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-4260; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES BOARD 


BAYONNE, N.J. 


Application for Foreign-Trade Zone; 
Notice of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given that an applica- 
tion has been made to the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Board by New Jersey Foreign- 
Trade Zone, a private corporation in- 
corporated in the State of New Jersey, 
far the privilege of establishing, oper- 
ating, and maintaining a foreign-trade 
zone at Bayonne, N.J., within Customs 
District No. 10 of the United States, pur- 
suant to the provisions of the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as 
amended (48 Stat. 998-1003; 19 U.S.C. 
8la-8lu). 
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The Executive Secretary of the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, pursuant to 
Board Regulations,» has designated 
Robert B. Bangs, Office of Industrial 
Analysis, Business and Defense Services 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, as Examiner to investigate 
the application and accompanying ex- 
hibits for compliance with §§ 400.600— 
400.608 of said regulations; and said ap- 
plication having been found to be in 
order, the Executive Secretary has des- 
ignated as an Examiners Committee said 
Robert B. Bangs, Chairman; William I. 
McCullough, Jr., Assistant Regional 
Commissioner (Inspection & Control), 
U.S. Bureau of Customs, New York, N-Y.; 
and Colonel Richard T. Batson, US. 
Army District Engineer, New York, N.Y., 
in whose districts the proposed zone is 
to be located, to conduct a thorough in- 
vestigation of the application and report 
thereon to the Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Act and Board 
regulations, that a public hearing on the 
application will be held by the Examiners 
Committee beginning at 10 a.m., local 
time, Wednesday, May 15, 1968, on the 
3d floor of the U.S. Courthouse and Post 
Office Building, Walnut and Franklin 
Streets, Newark, N.J. 

A copy of the application and accom- 
panying exhibits is available for public 
examination at each of the following 
locations: 


Office of the Director, Merchandise Control 
Division, U.S. Customs Region II, US. 
Customshouse, Room 114, Bowling Green, 
New York, N.Y. 

Office of the Division Director, U.S. Customs, 
Building 263, Distribution and Marlin 
Streets, Port Newark, N.J. 

Office of the Director, U.S. Department of 
Commerce Field Office, Room 6100, Empire 
State Building, 350 Fifth Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

Office of the Executive Secretary, Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board, Room 6827, Main 
Commerce Building, 14th Street and Con- 
stitution Avenue, Washington, D.C. 


The proposed zone site consists of ap- 
proximately 10.3 acres of useable land 
and approximately 3.2 acres of sub- 
merged land available for development; 
it is located in the city of Bayonne, Hud- 
son County, N.J., on the waterfront ad- 
jacent to Constable Hook Reach of Kill 
Van Kull. Physical facilities of the pro- 
posed zone include a warehouse building 
containing 10,000 sq. ft. of covered floor- 
space and liquid storage tanks with a 
capacity of 4 million gallons. 

The purposes of the hearing are to 
inform interested parties concerning 
this application, to afford them an op- 
portunity to express their views relative 
thereto, and to obtain information useful 
to the Examiners Committee. 

Interested parties or their representa- 
tives will be afforded the opportunity to 
be heard at the hearing; however, for 
the accuracy of the record and to facili- 
tate proceedings, they should file written 
request therefor by May 8, 1968, and 


1 See Title 15, Code of Federal Regulations, 


Part 400, Article 13, Rules of Procedure and 
Practice. 
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provide a written summary of their views 
regarding the application. Requests to 
be heard and written summaries should 
be directed to Mr. Robert B. Bangs, 
Chairman of the Examiners Committee, 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, Room 6827, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20230. 

Persons not submitting advance writ- 
ten requests may, nevertheless, be heard 
at the hearing at the discretion of the 
Examiners Committee. Interested parties 
not able to be present or represented 
at the hearing may submit their written 
views concerning the application to the 
Examiners Committee as indicated above. 


RICHARD H. LaKE, 
Executive Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 


APRIL 4, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4233; Filed, Apr. 9, 
8:45 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 


APRIL 5, 1968. 
Protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed with- 
in 15 days from the date of publication 
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 


FSA No. 41278—Newsprint paper from 
points in Canada to points in Colorado 
and Wyoming. Filed by Western Trunk 
Line Committee, agent (No. A-2544), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on news- 
print paper, in carloads, from Red Rock 
and Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario, Can- 
ada, to specified points in Colorado and 
Wyoming. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 169 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff 
ICC A-4389. 

FSA No. 41279—Livestock from and to 
points in western trunkline territory. 
Filed by Western Trunk Line Committee, 
agent (No. A-2543), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on livestock, ordinary, 
also feeder or stocker, in carloads, from, 
to, and between points in western trunk- 
line territory. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion, modified short-line distance for- 
mula and grouping. 

Tariffs—Supplement 6 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff 
ICC A-4687 and supplement 22 to Union 
Pacific Railroad Co. tariff ICC 5610. 

FSA No. 41280—Alloys or metals to 
Cypress, Tex. Filed by Southwestern 
Freight Bureau, agent (No. B-9060), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on alloys or 
metals, as described in the application, in 
carloads, from Johnstown, Pa., and spe- 
cified points in Ohio and West Virginia, 
to Cypress, Tex. 


1968; 


Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 125 to South- 
western Freight Bureau, agent, tariff 
ICC 4645. 

FSA No. 41281—Fertilizer compounds 
from points in Idaho and Utah. Filed by 
Southwestern Freight Bureau, agent 
(No. B-9063), for interested rail car- 
riers. Rates on fertilizer compounds 
(manufactured fertilizer) when admixed 
with fungicides, herbicides, and insecti- 
cides, not to exceed twelve (12) percent 
of the total weight of shipment, in car- 
loads, minimums 60,000, 80,000, and 
100,000 pounds, from specified points in 
Idaho and Utah, to points in southwest- 
ern territory. 

Grounds for relief—Modified short- 
line distance formula and grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 143 to South- 


western Freight Bureau, agent, tariff 
ICC 4526. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. NEIL Garson, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4262; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Notice 583] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


Apri 5, 1968. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49 
CFR Part 340), published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the FepERAL REGISTER publica- 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the appli- 
cation is published in the FEpERAL 
REGISTER. One copy of such protest must 
be served on the applicant, or its au- 
thorized representative, if any, and the 
protests must certify that such service 
has been made. The protests must be 
specific as to the service which such 
protestant can and will offer, and must 
consist of a signed original and six 
copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the field office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 


Motors CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 686 TA), filed 
March 28, 1968. Applicant: CONSOLI- 
DATED FREIGHTWAYS CORPORA- 
TION OF DELAWARE, 175 Linfield 
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. 94025. Appli- 
cant’s representative: V. S. Tyler (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Dry fertilizers, from ports of entry 
on the border between the United States 
and Canada located in Washington on 
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and east of U.S. Highway 97, in Idaho, 
and in Montana on and west of US. 
Highway 91 to points in Washington on 
and east of U.S. Highway 97, points in 
Idaho on and north of the southern 
boundary of Idaho County, points in 
Montana, and points in Oregon, re- 
stricted to the transportation of ship- 
ments originating in Trail, Warfield, and 
Kimberley, British Columbia, for 150 
days. Supporting shipper; Cominco 
American, Inc., 818 West Riverside Ave- 
nue, Spokane, Wash. 99201. Send pro- 
tests to: District Supervisor, Claud W. 
Reeves, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 450 Golden 
Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San Francisco, 
Calif. 94102. 

No. MC 66562 (Sub-No. 2303 TA), filed 
March 29, 1968. Applicant: RAILWAY 
EXPRESS AGENCY, INC., 219 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10017. Applicant’s 
representative: Joseph A. Papa, 30th and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 19104. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties moving in express service, (1) be- 
tween Williamsport, Pa., and Philadel- 
phia, Pa., (a) from Williamsport, over 
U.S. Highway 15 to junction U.S. High- 
way 11; thence over Sunbury City Bridge 
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 61; 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 61 to 
Reading, Pa.; from Reading, over Inter- 
state Highway 176 to junction Pennsyl- 
vania Turnpike at Interchange 22; 
thence over the Pennsylvania Turnpike 
to Interchange 24, to the junction with 
Interstate Highway 76; thence over In- 
terstate Highway 76 to Philadelphia, and 
return over the same route—serving in- 
termediate or off route points of Sunbury, 
Shamokin, Pottsville, and Reading, Pa.; 
(b) from Williamsport, over U.S. High- 
way 15 to junction Interstate Highway 
80; thence over Interstate 80 to junction 
North East Extension of Pennsylvania 
Turnpike, Interchange 35; thence over 
Pennsylvania Turnpike to Interchange 
24, to junction Interstate 76; thence over 
Interstate 76 to Philadelphia, and re- 
turn over the same route, serving no in- 
termediate points; (2) between Lebanon 
and Philadelphia, Pa., from Lebanon, 
over Pennsylvania Highway 72 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 30; thence over US. 
Highway 30 to junction U.S. Highway 
202; thence over U.S. Highway 202 to the 
junction with Interstate 76; thence over 
Interstate 76 to Philadelphia, and return 
over the same route, serving Lancaster 
as an intermediate or off route point, 
for 150 days. Note: Applicant intends to 
tack the authority sought herein with its 
existing authority under MC 66562 and 
sub thereunder. Supporting shipper: 
There are approximately (42) statements 
of support attached to the application, 
which may be examined here at the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in Wash- 
ington, D.C., or copies thereof which may 
be examined at the field office named be- 
low. Send protests to: Anthony Chiusano, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10013. 

No. MC 88161 (Sub-No. 77 TA), filed 
March 26, 1968. Applicant: INLAND 


NOTICES 


TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 6737 
Corson Avenue South, Seattle, Wash. 
98108. Applicant’s representative: Steve 
Cole (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry fertilizer, from points 
of entry on the border between the 
United States and Canada located in 
Washington on and east of U.S. Highway 
97, in Idaho, and in Montana on and 
west of U.S. Highway 91 to points in 
Washington on and east of U.S. Highway 
97, points in Idaho on and north of the 
southern boundary of Idaho County, 
points in Montana, and points in Oregon, 
restricted to the transportation of ship- 
ments originating in Trail, Warfield, and 
Kimberley, British Columbia, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Cominco 
American, Inc., 818 West Riverside Ave- 
nue, Spokane, Wash. 99201. Send pro- 
tests to: E. J. Casey, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, 6130 Arcade Build- 
ing, Seattle, Wash. 98101. 


No. MC 105678 (Sub-No. 23 TA), filed 
March 28, 1968. Applicant: SECO 
TRUCKING CO., 219 North Jackson 
Avenue, Post Office Box 887, Mason City, 
Iowa 50401. Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas F. Kilroy, Colorado Building, 
1341 G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Er- 
plosives and blasting supplies (except in 
bulk), from Atlas, Mo., and the maga- 
zines of Atlas Chemical Industries, Inc., 
at or near Baxter Springs, Kans., and 
Picher, Okla., to points in Arizona, 
Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and 
Texas, and (2) returned explosives and 
blasting supplies (except in bulk); and 
ingredients, materials, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and sale of explosives 
and blasting supplies (except in bulk), 
from all points in Arizona, Louisiana, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas to 
Atlas, Mo., and the magazines of Atlas 
Chemical Industries, Inc., at or near 
Baater Springs, Kans., and Picher, Okla., 
for 188 days. Supporting shipper: Atlas 
Chemical Industries, Inc., Wilmington, 
Del. 19899. Send protests to: Ellis L. 
Annett, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 677 Federal Building, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. 


No. MC 108375 (Sub-No. 28 TA), filed 
March 29, 1968. Applicant: LEROY L. 
WADE & SON INC., 1615 Izard Street, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68102. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Donald L. Stern, 630 City Na- 
tional Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Iron and steel 
articles, and (2) pipe coating material 
when moving with shipments of pipe, 
from Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs 
and Sioux City, Iowa, to Norfolk, Valley, 
and Columbus, Nebr., restricted: (1) To 
traffic having an immediately prior 
movement by water; (2) to traffic 
destined to the named destination points, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: 
Behlen Manufacturing Co., G. E. Behlen, 
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Columbus, Nebr.; Valmunt Industries, 
Inc., Dale Roberts, Valley, Nebr.; Vul- 
craft Division, Nuclear Corp. of Ameri- 
can, Richard Bisping, Norfolk, Nebr. 
Send protests to: K. P. Kohrs, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 705 Fed- 
eral Office Building, Omaha, Nebr. 
68102. 

No. MC 109337 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
March 29, 1968. Applicant: WATSON 
BROS. VAN LINES AND HEAVY HAUL- 
ING CO., 3514 South 25 Street, Omaha, 
Nebr. 68105. Applicant’s representative: 
Samuel Zacharia, 711 First National 
Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68102. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Material han- 
dling equipment; winches; compaction 
and roadmaking equipment, rollers, self- 
propelled and non-self-propelled; mobile 
cranes; and highway freight trailers, and 
(2) parts, attachments, and accessories 
for the commodities described in (1) 
above, between the plantsites of the 
Hyster Co. located at or near Danville, 
Kewanee, and Peoria, Ill., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Colo- 
rado, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, South Dakota, and Wyoming, 
restricted to the handling of traffic 
originating at or destined to the named 
plantsites, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: Hyster Co., 2902 Northeast Clacka- 
mas, Portland, Oreg. 97208. Send pro- 
tests to: Keith P. Kohrs, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 705 Federal Office 
Building, Omaha, Nebr, 68102. 

No. MC 110252 (Sub-No. 58 TA), filed 
March 28, 1968. Applicant: JAMES J. 
WILLIAMS, INC., East 5711 Third Ave- 
nue, 99206, Post Office Box 2825 Termi- 
nal Annex, 99220, Spokane, Wash. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum rylene, 
from Sunnyside, Wash., and points with- 
in 10 miles, to Tieton, Kennewick, Sun- 
nyside, Ellensburg, Wapato, Ephrata, 
Othello, Quincy, Pasco, and Walla Walla, 
and within 10 miles of each in the State 
of Washington, and Hermiston, Oreg., 
and within 10 miles, for 150 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: Crowley Tar Products 
Co., 271 Madison Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 10016. Send protests to: L. C. Taylor, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 401 U.S. Post Office, Spo- 
kane, Wash. 99201. 

No. MC 124947 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
March 29, 1968. Applicant: MACHIN- 
ERY TRANSPORTS, INC., 617 Chicago 
Street, East Peoria, Ill. 61611. Applicant’s 
representative: J. G. Dail, Jr., 1815 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Material handling 
equipment; winches; compaction and 
roadmaking equipment, rollers, self- 
propelled and non-self-propelled; mobile 
cranes; and highway freight trailers; 
(2) parts, attachments, and accessories 
for the commodities described in (1) 
above, between the plantsites of the 
Hyster Co. located at or near Danville, 
Kewanee, and Peoria, Ill., on the one 
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hand, and, on the other, points in Ar- 
kansas, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Kan- 
sas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missouri, New 
Mexico, Ohio, Oklahoma, Texas, and 
Wyoming, restricted to the handling of 
traffic originating at or destined to the 
named plantsites, for 180 days. Support- 
ing shipper: Hyster Co., 2902 Northeast 
Clackamas, Portland, Oreg. 97208. Send 
protests to: Raymond E. Mauk, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, US. 
Courthouse, Federal Office Building, 
Room 1086, 219 South Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

No. MC 124954 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
March 29, 1968. Applicant: LESTER 
WILLS, doing business as WILLS 
TRUCK LINE, 924 Fifth Place, Sibley, 
Iowa 5123. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Beer 
and malt beverages, from Omaha, Nebr., 
to Sheldon, Iowa, and from Omaha, 
Nebr., to Sioux City, Iowa, and empty 
containers, on return, for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shippers: Bonestroo Distributing 
Co., by Fred Bonestroo, 1327 Second 
Avenue, Sheldon, Iowa 51201; Edward 
Vornbach, Partner, DeDe Beverage Co., 
2106 East Third Street, Sioux City, Iowa 
51101. Send protests to: Carroll Russell, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, 304 Post Office Building, Sioux 
City, Iowa 51101. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Neri GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4263; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Notice 493] 


MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 


Aprit 5, 1968. 


The following letter-notices of pro- 
posals to operate over deviation routes 
for operating convenience only have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, under the Commission’s Devia- 
tion Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 211.1 
(c)(8)) and notice thereof to all in- 
terested persons is hereby given as pro- 
vided in such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d) 
(4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro- 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time, but will not op- 
erate to stay commencement of the pro- 
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s 
Deviation Rules Revised, 1957, will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification and protests if any 
should refer to such letter-notices by 
number. 


MorTor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 1470 (Sub-No. 1) (Deviation 
No. 5), COLUMBUS AND CHICAGO 


NOTICES 


MOTOR FREIGHT, INCORPORATED, 
1053 East Fifth Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 
43201, filed March 25, 1968. Carrier’s 
representative: Taylor C. Burneson, 
Suite 1680, 88 East Broad Street, Co- 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: Between Zanesville, Ohio, 
and Columbus, Ohio, over Interstate 
Highway 70, for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the car- 
rier is presently authorized to transport 
the same commodities, over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From Zanesville, 
Ohio, over U.S. Highway 40 to junction 
Ohio Highway 310, thence over Ohio 
Highway 310 to Etna, Ohio, thence re- 
turn over the said highway to U.S. High- 
way 40, thence over U.S. Highway 40 to 
Columbus, Ohio, and return over the 
same route. 


No. MC 19553 (Deviation No. 6), 
KNOX MOTOR SERVICE, INC., Post 
Office Box 359, Rockford, Il. 61105, filed 
March 27, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Davenport, Iowa, 
over U.S. Highway 6 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 74, thence over Interstate 
Highway 74 to Peoria, Ill, and return 
over the same route, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over a 
pertinent service route as follows: Be- 
tween Davenport, Iowa, and Peoria, IIL, 
over U.S. Highway 150. 

No. MC 44592 (Sub-No. 1) (Deviation 
No. 21), MIDDLE ATLANTIC TRANS- 
PORTATION CoO., INC., 976 West Main 
Street, New Britain, Conn. 06050, filed 
March 1968. Carrier proposes to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, with certain excep- 
tions, over a deviation route as follows: 
From junction Ohio Highway 84 and 
Interstate Highway 271 near Wickliffe, 
Ohio, over Interstate Highway 271 to 
junction Interstate Highway 71 near 
Medina, Ohio, and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv- 
ice route as follows: From junction Ohio 
Highway 84 and Interstate Highway 271 
over Ohio Highway 84 to Wickliffe, Ohio, 
thence over U.S. Highway 20 to Cleve- 
land, Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway 3 
to junction Interstate Highway 71 near 
Medina, Ohio, and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC 44592 (Sub-No. 1) (Deviation 
No. 22), MIDDLE ATLANTIC TRANS- 
PORTATION CO., INC., 976 West Main 
Street, New Britain, Conn. 06050, filed 
March 25, 1968. Carrier proposes to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with cer- 
tain exceptions, over deviation routes as 
follows: (1) From Cleveland, Ohio, over 
Interstate Highway 90 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 81 to Syracuse, N.Y., 
thence over Interstate Highway 81 to 
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junction of the Pennsylvania Turnpike 
Northeast Extension, at Scranton, Pa., 
thence over the Pennsylvania Turnpike 
Northeast Extension to junction Penn- 
sylvania Turnpike (Interstate Highway 
76), near Plymouth Meeting, Pa., thence 
over the Pennsylvania Turnpike to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 422, thence over U.S. 
Highway 422 to Philadelphia, Pa., (2) 
from Cleveland, Ohio, over Interstate 
Highway 90 to junction Interstate High- 
way 81 at Syracuse, N.Y., thence over 
Interstate Highway 81 to junction New 
York Highway 17 at or near Binghamton, 
N.Y., thence over New York Highway 17 
to junction U.S. Highway 6 near Goshen, 
N.Y., thence over U.S. Highway 6 to 
junction U.S. Highway 9, and (3) from 
Cleveland, Ohic, over Interstate Highway 
90 to junction Interstate Highway 81 to 
Syracuse, N.Y., thence over Interstate 
Highway 81 to junction New York High- 
way 17 at or near Binghamton, N.Y., 
thence over New York Highway 17 to 
junction New York Highway 17K near 
Bloomingburg, N.Y., thence over New 
York Highway 17K to junction U.S. High- 
way 9W, and return over the same routes, 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres- 
ently authorized to transport the same 
commodities, over pertinent service 
routes as follows: 

(1) From New York, N.Y., over US. 
Highway 9 via Valatie and Schodack 
Center, N.Y., to Albany, N.Y., thence 
over New York Highway 5 to Chitten- 
ango, N.Y., thence over New York High- 
way 173 via Syracuse, N.Y., to junction 
New York Highway 31 (just east of Jacks 
Reef, N.Y.) , thence over New York High- 
way 31 to Rochester, N.Y., thence over 
New York Highway 33 via Batavia and 
Bowmansville, N.Y., to Buffalo, N.Y., 
thence over New York Highway 5 via 
Irving, N.Y., to the New York-Pennsyl- 
vania State line, thence over Pennsyl- 
vania Highway 5 to Erie, Pa., thence over 
US. Highway 20 to North Kingsville, 
Ohio, thence over unnumbered highway 
to Kingsville, Ohio, thence over Ohio 
Highway 84 to Wickliffe, Ohio, thence 
over U.S. Highway 20 to Cleveland, Ohio, 
(2) from New York, N.Y., over the 
George Washington Bridge to Fort Lee, 
N.J., thence over U.S. Highway 9W to 
Albany, N.Y., (3) from New York, N.Y., 
over U.S. Highway 1 via Bridgeport and 
Stratford, Conn., to New Haven, Conn., 
thence over U.S. Highway 5 via Hart- 
ford and East Hartford, Conn., to 
Northampton, Mass., thence over Mas- 
sachusetts Highway 9 to Pittsfield, Mass., 
thence over U.S. Highway 20 to junction 
US. Highway 9, (4) from Bridgeport, 
Conn., over Connecticut Highway 58 to 
Dandury, Conn., thence over U.S. High- 
way 7 via Canaan, Conn., to Great 
Barrington, Mass., thence over Massa- 
chusetts Highway 41 to junction Massa- 
chusetts Highway 71, thence over 
Massachusetts Highway 71 to the Massa- 
chusetts-New York State line, thence 
over New York Highway 71 to Green 
River, N.Y., thence over New York High- 
way 22 to Austerlitz, N.Y., thence over 
New York Highway 203 to Valatie, N.Y., 
(5) from Stratford, Conn., over Con- 
necticut Highway 8 to Thomaston, Conn., 
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thence over U.S. Highway 6 to Hartford, 
Conn. 

(6) From New Britain, Conn., over 
unnumbered highway to junction Con- 
necticut Highway 72, thence over Con- 
necticut Highway 72 to Plainville, Conn., 
thence over Connecticut Highway 10 to 
Avon, Conn., thence over U.S. Highway 
44 to Canaan, Conn., (7) from Syracuse, 
N.Y., over New York Highway 5 to Ba- 
tavia, N.Y., (8) from Rochester, N.Y., 
over New York Highway 31 to Niagara 
Falls, N.Y., thence over New York High- 
way 384 to Tonawanda, N.Y., thence over 
New York Highway 266 to Buffalo, N.Y., 
(9) from junction New York Highways 
33 and 78 over New York Highway 78 to 
Depew, N.Y., thence over U.S. Highway 
20 to junction New York Highway 240 
(between Reserve and Orchard Park, 
N.Y.), thence over New York Highway 
240 to Orchard Park, thence over Al- 
ternate U.S. Highway 20 to junction US. 
Highway 20, thence over U.S. Highway 
20 to Irving, N.Y., (10) from New York, 
N.Y., over U.S. Highway 1 to Philadel- 
phia, Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 30 
to Lancaster, Pa., thence over U.S. High- 
way 230 to Harrisburg, Pa., thence over 
U.S. Highway 22 via Amity Hall and 
Ebensburg, Pa., to Pittsburgh, Pa., 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 51 to 
the Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, thence 
over Ohio Highway 14 to Cleveland, 
Ohio, (11) from Amity Hall, Pa., over 
U.S. Highway 11 to Northumberland, 
Pa., thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
147 (formerly Pennsylvania Highway 14) 
to Halls, Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 
220 to Lock Haven, Pa., thence over U.S. 
Highway 120 to Saint Marys, Pa., thence 
over Pennsylvania Highway 255 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 219 (just south of 
Johnsonburg, Pa.), thence over US. 
Highway 219 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 321 (formerly portion US. 
Highway 219), thence over Pennsyl- 
vania Highway 321 to Kane, Pa., thence 
over U.S. Highway 6 to Union City, Pa., 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 97 to 
Erie, Pa. 

(12) From Ebensburg, Pa., over US. 
Highway 422 to Cleveland, Ohio, (13) 
from junction Massachusettes Highways 
23 and 71 near Great Barrington, over 
Massachusetts Highway 23 to the Massa- 
chusetts-New York State line, thence 
over New York Highway 23 to junction 
U.S. Highway 9W, (14) from junction 
U.S. Highways 9W and 44 near Highland 
over U.S. Highway 44 to junction US. 
Highway 7, (15) from Harrisburg, Pa., 
over U.S. Highway 22 to junction US. 
Highway 611, thence over U.S. Highway 
611 to junction U.S. Highway 209, thence 
over U.S. Highway 209 to junction U.S. 
Highway 9W at Kingston, N.Y., (16) 
from Hollidaysburg, Pa., over Pennsyl- 
vania Highway 36 to Altoona, Pa., thence 
over U.S. Highway 220 to Lock Haven, 
Pa., (17) from Erie, Pa., over U.S. High- 
way 19 to junction U.S. Highway 422, 
(18) from junction U.S. Highways 19 and 
422 over U.S. Highway 19 to junction 
Pennsylvania Turnpike, and (19) from 
junction U.S. Highway 19 and the 
Pennsylvania Turnpike over U.S. High- 
way 19 to Pittsburgh, and return over the 
same routes. 
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No. MC 175320 (Deviation No. 28), 
CAMPBELL SIXTY-SIX EXPRESS, 
INC., Post Office Box 807, Springfield, 
Mo. 65801, filed March 25, 1968. Carrier’s 
representative: Dick Messersmith (same 
address as applicant). Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over deviation routes 
as follows: (1) From Birmingham, Ala., 
over Interstate Highway 65 to Nashville, 
Tenn. (temporarily operating over U.S. 
Highway 31 where portions of the inter- 
state highway are not completed), thence 
over Alternate U.S. Highway 41 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 41 at or near Hopkins- 
ville, Ky., thence over U.S. Highway 41 to 
Evansville, Ind., thence over U.S. High- 
way 460 to junction US. Highway 66, 
thence over U.S. Highway 66 to St. Louis, 
Mo., and (2) from Birmingham, Ala., 
over the route described in (1) above to 
junction Alternate U.S. Highway 41 and 
U.S. Highway 41 at or near Hopkinsville, 
Ky., thence over U.S. Highway 41 to 
junction U.S. Highway 68, thence over 
US. Highway 68 to Paducah, Ky., thence 
over U.S. Highway 45 to junction Illinois 
Highway 146, at or near Vienna, I1., 
thence over Illinois Highway 146 to junc- 
tion Illinois Highway 127, at or near 
Anna, Ill., thence over Illinois Highway 
127 to junction Illinois Highway 13, 
thence over Illinois Highway 13 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 460, thence over U.S. 
Highway 460 to junction U.S. Highway 
66, thence over U.S. Highway 66 to St. 
Louis, Mo., and return over the same 
routes, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over pertinent service 
routes as follows: (1) From Memphis, 
Tenn., over U.S. Highway 61 to St. Louis, 
Mo., (2) from Memphis, Tenn., over U.S. 
Highway 61 to Cape Girardeau, Mo., 
thence across the Mississippi River to 
junction Illinois Highway 146, thence 
over Illinois Highway 146 to junction 
Illinois Highway 3, thence over Illinois 
Highway 3 to Red Bud, IIl., thence over 
Illinois Highway 159 to Belleville, Il., 
thence over Illinois Highway 13 to East 
St. Louis, Ill., thence across the Missis- 
sippi River to St. Louis, Mo., (3) from 
Memphis, Tenn., over U.S. Highway 78 
to Tupelo, Miss., (4) from Tupelo, Miss., 
over U.S. Highway 45 to junction Missis- 
sippi Highway 45W, thence over Missis- 
sippi Highway 45W to junction US. 
Highway 83, thence over U.S. Highway 
82 to Mayhew, Miss., (4) from Green- 
wood, Miss., over U.S. Highway 82 to 
Columbus, Miss., thence over Mississippi 
Highway 12 to the Mississippi-Alabama 
State line, thence over Alabama High- 
way 18 to Vernon, Ala., and (5) from 
Birmingham, Ala., over U.S. Highway 11 
to Tuscaloosa, Ala., thence over USS. 
Highway 82 to Columbus, Miss., and 
return over the same routes. 

No. MC 92068 (Deviation No. 1), MU- 
TUAL TRANSPORTATION, INC., Presi- 
dent and Fleet Streets, Baltimore, Md. 
21202, filed March 26, 1968. Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Baltimore, Md., 
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over Maryland Highway 3 to junction 
U.S. Highway 50, thence over U.S. High- 
way 50 to junction Interstate Highway 
95, thence over Interstate Highway 95 to 
junction U.S. Highway 1, and return over 
the same route with no transportation for 
compensation except as otherwise au- 
thorized for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv- 
ice route as follows: From Baltimore, 
Md., over U.S. Highway 1 to Alexandria, 
Va., and return over the same route with 
no transportation for compensation ex- 
cept as otherwise authorized. 

No. MC 109265 (Deviation No. 12), 
W. L. MEAD, INC., Post Office Box 31, 
Cleveland Road, Norwalk, Ohio 44857, 
filed March 27, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with cer- 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: Between Columbus, Ohio, and 
Zanesville, Ohio, over Interstate High- 
way 70, for operatine convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv- 
ice route as follows: from Zanesville, 
Ohio, over U.S. Highway 40 to junction 
Ohio Highway 440 (formerly U.S. High- 
way 40), thence over Ohio Highway 440 
to Jacksontown, Ohio, thence over Ohio 
Highway 13 to Newark, Ohio, thence over 
Ohio Highway 16 to Columbus, Ohio, and 
return over the same route. 


MoTorR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 441), 
GREYHOUND LINES, INC. (Eastern 
Division), 1400 West Third Street, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44113, filed March 25, 
1968. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
passengers and their baggage, and 
express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Boston, Mass., 
over the Fitzgerald Expressway to the 
Mystic River Bridge, thence over Mystic 
River Bridge to and over the North- 
East Expressway to junction Mas- 
sachusetts Highway C-1 (Bennett Cut- 
ler Highway) , thence over Massachusetts 
Highway C-1 to junction U.S. Highway 
1, and return over the same route, for 
operating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport passengers and 
the same property over a pertinent serv- 
ice route as follows: From Boston, Mass., 
over U.S. Highway 1 via Newburyport, 
Mass., to the Massachusetts-New Hamp- 
shire State line (also via bypass route 
around Newburyport), and return over 
the same route. 

No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 442) 
(Cancels Deviation No. 431), GREY- 
HOUND LINES, INC. (Eastern Division), 
1400 West Third Street, Cleveland, Ohio, 
filed March 28, 1968. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
and erpress and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over deviation 
route as follows: (1) From junction U.S. 
Highway 21 and Ohio Highway 82 over 
Ohio Highway 82 to junction Interstate 
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Highway 77 thence over Interstate High- 
way 77 to junction Ohio Highway 176, 
southeast of Ghent, Ohio, (2) from 
Akron, Ohio, over Interstate Highway 77 
to Canton, Ohio, (3) from Canton, Ohio, 
over Interstate Highway 77 to junction 
Tuscarawa County Road 53, thence over 
Tuscarawa County Road 53 to junction 
US. Highway 21 at Stone Creek, Ohio, 
(4) from Strasburg, Ohio, over US. 
Highway 21 to junction Interstate High- 
way 77, (5) from Dover, Ohio, over Ohio 
Highway 39 to junction Interstate High- 
way 77, (6) from New Philadelphia, 
Ohio, over U.S. Highway 21 to junction 
Interstate Highway 77, (7) from junction 
Ohio Highway 541 and U.S. Highway 21 
over Ohio Highway 541 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 77, thence over Interstate 
Highway 77 to junction Alternate U.S. 
Highway 50, thence over Alternate U.S. 
Highway 50 to Marietta, Ohio, (8) from 
Cambridge, Ohio, over U.S. Highway 22 
to junction Interstate Highway 77, (9) 
from Cambridge, Ohio, over U.S. High- 
way 40 to junction Interstate Highway 77, 
(10) from junction Interstate Highway 
70 and U.S. Highway 21 south of Cam- 
bridge, Ohio, over Interstate Highway 70 
to junction Interstate Highway 77, (11) 
from junction Ohio Highway 313 and 
U.S. Highway 21 over Ohio Highway 313 
to junction Interstate Highway 77, (12) 
from junction U.S. Highway 21 and 
Interstate Highway 177, north of Cald- 
well, Ohio, over U.S. Highway 21 to Cald- 
well, Ohio, (13) from junction Ohio 
Highway 78 and U.S. Highway 21 just 
south of Caldwell, Ohio, over Ohio High- 
way 78 to junction Interstate Highway 
77, and 

(14) From Macksburg, Ohio, over 
Washington County Road 301 to junc- 
tion Interstate Highway 77, and return 
over the same route, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport passengers and the same 
property over pertinent service routes 
as follows: (1) From Cleveland over Ohio 
Highway 8 via Bedford and Akron, Ohio, 
to Dover, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 
250 to New Philadelphia, Ohio; (2) from 
Cleveland over Ohio Highway 176 to 
junction Rockside Road, thence over 
Rockside Road to junction U.S. Highway 
21, thence over U.S. Highway 21 to junc- 
tion Ohio Highway 176, thence over Ohio 
Highway 176 to junction Ohio Highway 
18, thence over Ohio Highway 18 to 
Akron, Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway 
5 to junction U.S. Highway 21, and 
thence over U.S. Highway 21 via Navarre, 
Dover, and New Philadelphia, Ohio, to 
Marietta (also from Cleveland over Ohio 
Highway 176 to junction U.S. Highway 
21); (3) from Massillon over U.S. High- 
way 30 to Canton; (4) from Richfield 
over Ohio Highway 303 to junction Ohio 
Highway 176; (5) from junction Ohio 
Highway 176 and Oaks Road over Oaks 
Road to junction US. Highway 21; (6) 
from Massillon, Ohio, over Ohio Highway 
241 via Greensburg to Akron, Ohio, and 
(7) from Cleveland over New U.S. High- 
way 21 (Willow Freeway) to junction 
Rockside Road just north of Independ- 
ence, and return over the same routes. 


NOTICES 


No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 443), 
GREYHOUND LINES, INC. (Eastern 
Division) , 1400 West Third Street, Cleve- 
land, Ohio 44113, filed March 28, 1968. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of passengers 
and their baggage, and express and news- 
papers in the same vehicle with passen- 
gers, over a deviation route as follows: 
From Port Huron, Mich., over Interstate 
Highway 94 to Detroit, Mich., with the 
following access routes: (1) From 
Marysville, Mich., over U.S. BR. (Busi- 
ness Route) 25 to junction Interstate 
Highway 94, (2) from New Baltimore, 
Mich., over Michigan Highway 19 to 
junction Interstate Highway 94, (3) 
from New Baltimore, Mich., over Mich- 
igan Highway 29 to junction Interstate 
Highway 94, (4) from the Interchange of 
Interstate Highway 94 and 21 Mile Road 
over 21 Mile Road to junction U.S. High- 
way 25 (Gratiot Avenue) approximately 
2'2 miles north of Mount Clemens, 
Mich., (5) from junction Hall Road and 
Interstate Highway 94 over Hall Road to 
junction U.S. Highway 25 (Gratiot Ave- 
nue), (6) from Mount Clemens, Mich., 
over Crocker Boulevard, to junction 
Metropolitan Parkway, thence over 
Metropolitan Parkway to junction Inter- 
state Highway 94, and (7) from 
junction U.S. Highway 25 and access 
road in Roseville, Mich., over access road 
to Interstate Highway 94, and return 
over the same routes, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport passengers and the same prop- 
erty, over a pertinent service route as 
follows: From Port Austin, Mich., over 
U.S. Highway 25 to Port Huron, Mich., 
thence over U.S. B.R. (Business Route), 
25 to junction Interstate Highway 94, 
thence over unnumbered highway (Gra- 
tiot Avenue) to junction Michigan High- 
way 19, just north of Muttonville, Mich., 
thence over Michigan Highway 19 to New 
Haven, Mich., thence over unnumbered 
highway (Gratiot Avenue) to junction 
U.S. Highway 25 approximately 4 miles 
north of Mount Clemens, Mich., thence 
over U.S. Highway 25 via Mount Clemens, 
Detroit, and Monroe, Mich., and Toledo, 
Perrysburg, and Findlay, Ohio, to Day- 
ton, Ohio (also from junction U.S. High- 
way 25 and Michigan Highway 29 at or 
near Marysville, Mich., over Michigan 
Highway 29 via St. Clair, Fair Haven, 
and New Baltimore, Mich., to junction 
U.S. Highway 25 approximately 5 miles 
west of New Baltimore), and return over 
the same route. 

No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 444), 
GREYHOUND LINES, INC. (Southern 
Division) , 219 East Short Street, Lexing- 
ton, Ky. 40507, filed March 29, 1968. Car- 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of passengers 
and their baggage, and express and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, over a deviation route as follows: 
From junction U.S. Highway 25 and 
North Carolina Highway 280 to Skyland, 
N.C., over North Carolina Highway 280 
to junction Interstate Highway 26, 
thence over Interstate Highway 26 to 
junction U.S. Highway 64, thence over 
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U.S. Highway 64 to Hendersonville, N.C., 
and return over the same route, for op- 
erating convenience only. The notice in- 
dicates that the carrier is presently au- 
thorized to transport passengers and the 
same property, over a pertinent service 
route as follows: From Knoxville, Tenn., 
over U.S. Highway 25W to Newport, 
Tenn., thence over U.S. Highway 25 via 
Asheville, N.C., to Hendersonville, N.C., 
and return over the same routes. 

No. MC 2890 (Deviation No. 69) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 51), AMERICAN 
BUSLINES, INC., 1501 South Central 
Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 90021, filed 
March 26, 1968. Carrier’s representative: 
Bruce E. Mitchell, 1735 K Street NW.., 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage, 
and express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers over a deviation 
route as follows: From Fort Wayne, Ind.., 
over U.S. Highway 27 (an access road) 
to junction Interstate Highway 69, 
thence over Interstate Highway 69 to 
junction combined Interstate Highways 
80 and 90, thence over Interstate High- 
way 80-90 to Toledo, Ohio, and return 
over the same route, for operating con- 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport passengers and the same prop- 
erty over a pertinent service route as 
follows: (1) From Fort Wayne, Ind., 
over Indiana Highway 37 to the Indiana- 
Ohio State line, therice over Ohio High- 
way 2 to Bryan, Ohio, thence over US. 
Highway 6 (now Ohio Highway 2) to 
junction Ohio Highway 191 (now also 
Ohio Highway 2), thence over Ohio 
Highway 191 (now also Ohio Highway 
2) to junction Ohio Highway 2, and 
thence over Ohio Highway 2 to Toledo, 
Ohio, and (2) from junction Ohio High- 
way 2 and unnumbered highway over un- 
numbered highway via Holland, Ohio, to 
Toledo, Ohio, and return over the same 
routes. 

No. MC 29623 (Deviation No. 1). 
SOUTHEASTERN STAGES, INC., 226 
Alexander Street NW., Altanta, Ga. 
30313, filed March 27, 1968, Carrier pro- 
poses to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of passengers and their 
baggage, and erpress, and newspapers in 
the same vehicle with passengers, over 2 
deviation route as follows: From junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 78 and Interstate 
Highway 20, 3 miles north of Thomson, 
Ga., over Interstate Highway 20 to junc- 
tion Georgia Highway 28, 5 miles north- 
west of Augusta, Ga., thence over 
Georgia Highway 28 to Augusta, Ga., and 
return over the same route for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport passengers and the same 
property, over a pertinent service route 
as follows: From junction U.S. Highway 
78 and Interstate Highway 20 to 3 miles 
north of Thomson, Ga., over U.S. High- 
way 78 to Augusta, Ga., and return over 
the same route. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Nett GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4264; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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[Notice 1169] 


MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 


Apri 5, 1968. 


The following publications are gov- 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice, published in 
the FEDERAL RecisTer issue of April 20, 
1966, which became effective May 20, 
1966. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de- 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission. Authority which ulti- 
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces- 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission. 


APPLICATIONS ASSIGNED FOR ORAL 
HEARING 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 52657 (Sub-No. 654) (Republi- 
cation), filed July 10, 1967, published in 
the FepERAL RecIster, issue of July 27, 
1967, and republished this issue. Appli- 
cant: ARCO AUTO CARRIERS, INC., 
2140 West 79th Street, Chicago, Il. 60620. 
Applicant’s representative: A. J. Bieber- 
stein, 121 West Doty Street, Madison, 
Wis. 53703. By application filed July 10, 
1967, as amended, applicant seeks a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing operation, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of (1) trailers and trailer chassis 
(except those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles), in initial move- 
ments in truckaway and driveaway serv- 
ice; (2) truck and trailer bodies, trailer 
pallets, mobilizer units, containers (ex- 
cept those containers having a capacity 
of 5 gallons or less or those having a ca- 
pacity of 9 cubic feet or less), shelters 
(except mobile homes), equipped or un- 
equipped; (3) materials (except liquid 
materials in bulk), supplies and parts 
used in the manufacture, assembly and 
servicing of the commodities described 
in paragraphs (1) and (2) above when 
moving in mixed loads with any of such 
commodities from Berkeley Springs, 
Morgan County, W. Va., and points 
within 5 miles thereof, to points in 
the United States, except Hawaii, re- 
stricted to all the commodities named 
in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) above, 
and rejected, refused, returned or 
damaged commodities, on return, and 
restricted against the transportation of 
prefabricated buildings, including com- 
ponent parts of such buildings, in para- 
graphs (2) and (3) above. 

(4) Tractors, in secondary movements 
in driveaway service, only when drawing 
trailers moving in initial driveaway serv- 
ice, from Berkeley Springs, Morgan 
County, W. Va., and points within 5 miles 
thereof, to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 


Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, 
Georgia, Idaho, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Maine, Mississippi, Montana, Nevada, 





NOTICES 


New Hampshire, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, 
Washington, Wyoming, and the District 
of Columbia. A decision and order of the 
Commission, Review Board No. 2, dated 
March 13, 1968, and served March 18, 
1968, modifying the previous report and 
recommended order of the Examiner, 
finds that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity require 
operation by applicant, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
(1) of trailers and trailer chassis (except 
those designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles), in initial movements, in 
truckaway and driveaway service, truck 
and trailer bodies, trailer pallets, remov- 
able undercarriages, containers, equipped 
and unequipped shelters (except mobile 
homes, prefabricated buildings, and 
component parts of such buildings), and 
materials (except liquid materials in 
bulk), supplies, and parts used in the 
manufacture, assembly, and servicing of 
the above commodities when moving in 
mixed loads with any of such commod- 
ities, from the plantsites and storage 
facilities of Gichner Mobile Systems, 
Inc., located at or near Berkeley Springs, 
W. Va., to points in the United States, 
including Alaska but excepting Hawaii; 
and returned and damaged shipments 
of all of the above commodities from the 
destination points above to the origin 
points above; and 

(2) Of tractors, in secondary move- 
ments, in driveaway service, only when 
drawing trailers moving in initial mové- 
ments in driveaway service, from the 
plantsites and storage facilities of Gich- 
ner Mobile Systems, Inc., located at or 
near Berkeley Springs, W. Va., to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Alaska, Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Georgia, Idaho, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, Mississippi, 
Montana, Nevada, New Hampshire, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Ore- 
gon, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Utah, Vermont, Washington, Wyoming, 
and the District of Columbia; that appli- 
cant is fit, willing, and able properly to 
perform such service and to conform to 
the requirements of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act and the Commission’s rules 
and regulations thereunder. Because it 
is possible that other persons who have 
relied upon the notice of the application 
as published, may have an interest in 
and would be prejudiced by the lack of 
proper notice of the authority described 
in the findings in this order, a notice 
of the authority actually granted will 
be published in the FepERAL REGISTER and 
issuance of a certificate in this proceed- 
ing will be withheld for a period of 30 
days from the date of such publication, 
during which period any proper party in 
interest may file a petition to reopen or 
for other appropriate relief setting forth 
in detail the precise manner in which it 
has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 287) (Repub- 
lication), filed May 22, 1967, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issues of June 15, 1967, 
and June 22, 1967, and republished this 
issue. Applicant: MORGAN DRIVE- 
AWAY, INC., 2800 West Lexington Ave- 
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nue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert C. Tessar (same 
address as applicant). By application 
filed May 22, 1967, as amended, applicant 
seeks a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing operation, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes of (1) land and water 
cruisers, mounted on wheeled undercar- 
riages, with hitch ball connector de- 
signed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles, from points in Polk County, 
Iowa, to points in North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Montana, and Wyoming, (2) 
prefabricated buildings, complete, 
knocked down, or in sections, and 
equipment and materials incidental to 
the erection and completion of such 
buildings when shipped therewith (ex- 
cluding buildings used in, or in connec- 
tion with, the discovery, development, 
production, refining, manufacture, proc- 
essing, storage, transmission, and dis- 
tribution of natural gas and petroleum 
and their products, and byproducts, and 
the transportation of size and weight 
commodities), from points in Polk 
County, Iowa, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), and 
(3) vacation campers, from points in 
Peweshiek County, Iowa, to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

A decision and order of the Com- 
mission, Review Board No. 2, dated 
March 29, 1968, and served April 3, 1968, 
finds that operations by applicant, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes; (1) of amphibious 
trailers with retractable wheels, designed 
to be drawn by passenger automobiles, 
in initial movements, in truckaway serv- 
ice, from points in Polk County, Iowa, 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); (2) of prefabri- 
cated buildings, complete, knocked down, 
or in sections, and equipment and ma- 
terials incidental to the erection and 
completion of such buildings when 
shipped therewith (except buildings and 
commodities the transportation of which 
because of size or weight require the 
use of special equipment) from points 
in Polk County, Iowa, to points in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and 
Wyoming; (3) of trailers designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles, in ini- 
tial movements, in truckaway service, 
and camper bodies, designed for instal- 
lation on pickup trucks, in truckaway 
service, from points in Poweshiek 
County, Iowa, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii); that 
applicant is fit, willing, and able prop- 
erly to perform such service and to 
conform to the requirements of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act and the Com- 
mission’s rules and regulations there- 
under. Because it is possible that other 
persons, who have relied upon the notice 
of the application as published, may 
have an interest in and would be prej- 
udiced by the lack of proper notice of 
the authority described in the findings 
in this order, a notice of the authority 
actually granted will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER and issuance of a cer- 
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tificate in this proceeding will be with- 
held for a period of 30 days from the 
date of such publication, during which 
period any proper party in interest may 
file a petition to reopen or for other 
appropriate relief setting forth in detail 
the precise manner in which it has been 
so prejudiced. 

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 299) (Repub- 
lication), filed October 10, 1966, pub- 
lished FEDERAL REGISTER issue of Octo- 
ber 27, 1966, and republished this issue. 
Applicant: COLONIAL REFRIGER- 
ATED TRANSPORTATION, INC., Post 
Office Box 2169, 1212 Bankhead High- 
way West, Birmingham, Ala. In the 
above-entitled proceeding, the examiner 
recommended the granting to applicant 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity, authorizing operation in in- 
terstate or foreign commerce as a com- 
mon carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes of, the commodities, to, 
and from points substantially as indi- 
cated below. A decision and order of the 
Commission, Review Board No. 4, dated 
March 7, 1968, and served March 21, 
1968, as modified, finds that the present 
and future public convenience and ne- 
cessity require operation by applicant as 
a common carrier by motor vehicle in 
interstate or foreign commerce over 
irregular routes, of (1) frozen foods, 
from Cleveland, Ohio, to points in New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, New York, Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts, and Connecticut, 
and (2) frozen foods, except frozen 
fruits, frozen berries, and frozen veg- 
etables, from Cleveland, Ohio, to points 
in Iowa, Nebraska, Illinois, Indiana, Mis- 
souri, Kansas, Wisconsin, and Minne- 
sota; restricted to the transportation of 
shipments originating at the plantsites 
and storage facilities used by Stouffer 
Foods Corp. in the Cleveland, Ohio, com- 
mercial zone and destined to points in 
the specified States; that applicant is 
fit, willing and able properly to perform 
such service and to conform to the re- 
quirements of the Interstate Commerce 
Act and the Commission’s rules and reg- 
ulations thereunder. Because it is pos- 
sible that other parties, who have relied 
upon the notice of the application as 
published, may have an interest in and 
would be prejudiced by the lack of 
proper notice of the authority described 
in the findings in this order, a notice of 
the authority actually granted will be 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER and 
issuance of a certificate in this proceed- 
ing will be withheld for a period of 30 
days from the date of such publication, 
during which period any proper party 
in interest may file a petition to reopen 
or for other appropriate relief setting 
forth in detail the precise manner in 
which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 124472 (Sub-No. 3) (Repub- 
lication), filed May 1, 1967, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of May 18, 1967, 
and republished this issue. Applicant: 
HARDING TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
921 East Sixth Street, Topeka, Kans. 
66607. Applicant’s representatives: Mar- 
vin B. Launchbaugh (same address as 
applicant) and Bill C. Honeyman, Suite 
608-618, New England Building, Topeka, 
Kans. 66603. By application filed May 1, 
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1967, applicant seeks a permit authoriz- 
ing operations, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a contract carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, of paint, 
plate glass, polished wire and rolled 
glass, caulking compounds, glazing units, 
and putty, between points in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Mis- 
souri, Nebraska, New Mexico, Ohio, Okla- 
homa, and Tennessee, under contract 
with Thermoglas, Inc. A report of the 
Commission, Review Board No. 2, dated 
February 6, 1968, and served February 
16, 1968, finds that operation by appli- 
cant, in intcrstate or foreign commerce, 
as a contract carrier by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, (1) of polished 
plate glass from Crystal City, Mo., 
Toledo, Qhio, and Nashville and Green- 
land, Tenn., to Fort Smith and Fayette- 
ville, Ark., Colorado Springs, Denver, 
Pueblo, Longmont, Boulder, Greeley, and 
Grand Junction, Colo., Sioux City, Iowa, 
Garden City, Manhattan, Topeka, Salina, 
and Hays, Kans., Kansas City, Jcplin, 
St. Louis, and Springfield, Mo., Kearney, 
Lincoln, Norfolk, Omaha, and Gering, 
Nebr., Farmington, N. Mex., and Tulsa, 
Okl... 

(2) Of paint, except in bulk, from 
Pueblo, Colo., to Fort Smith and Fayette- 
ville, Ark., Alton, Ill., Sioux City, Iowa, 
Garden City, Manhattan, Topeka, Salina, 
and Hays, Kans., Kansas City, Spring- 
field, Joplin, and St. Louis, Mo., Kearney, 
Lincoln, Norfolk, Omaha, and Gering, 
Nebr., Farmington, N. Mex., and Tulsa, 
Okla.; (3) of putties and caulking com- 
pounds, from Denver, Colo., to Fort 
Sm.th and Fayetteville, Ark., Alton, IIl., 
Sioux City, Iowa, Garden City, Man- 
hattan, Topeka, Salina, and Hays, Kans., 
Kansas City, Springfield, Joplin, and St. 
Louis, Mo., Kearney, Lincoln, Norfolk, 
Omaha, and Geving, Nebr., Farmington, 
N. Mex., and Tulsa, Okla.; and (4) of 
rolled glass, polished wire glass, and 
glazing units from Kingsport, Tenn., St. 
Louis, Mo., and Toledo, Ohio, to Fayette- 
ville and Fort Smith, Ark., Colorado 
Springs, Denver, Pueblo, Longmont, 
Boulder, Greeley and Grand Junction, 
Colo., Sioux City, Iowa, Garden City, 
Manhattan, Topeka, Salina, and Hays, 
Kans., Joplin, Kansas City, St. Louis, 
and Springfield, Mo., Kearney, Lincoln, 
Norfolk, Omaha, and Gering, Nebr., 
Farmington, N. Mex., and Tulsa, Okla.; 
restricted in each instance to the per- 
formance of a transportation service un- 
der continuing contracts with Harding 
Glass of Missouri, Harding Glass of Kan- 
sas, Harding Glass of Colorado, Inter- 
state Glass Co., and Thermoglas, Inc., 
will be consistent with the public interest 
and the national transportation policy; 
that applicant is fit, willing, and able 
properly to perform such service and to 
conform to the requirements of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act and the Commis- 
sion’s rules and regulation thereunder; 
that a permit authorizing such opera- 
tions should be granted after the elapse of 
30 days from the date of the publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER of a notice of 
the authority actually granted herein, 
conditioned upon the prior receipt of ap- 
plicant’s written request for the con- 


current cancellation of its permits Nos. 
MC-124472, dated May 20, 1963, MC- 
124472 (Sub-No. 1), dated June 25, 1964, 
and MC-124472 (Sub-No. 2), dated Oc- 
tober 14, 1966. Because it is possible, that 
other persons, who have relied upon the 
notice of the application as published, 
may have an interest in and would be 
prejudiced by the lack of proper notice 
of the authority described in the findings 
in this report, a notice of the authority 
actually granted will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER and issuanc2 of a per- 
mit in this proceeding will be withheld 
for a period of 30 days from the date of 
such publication, during which period 
any proper party in interest may file a 
petition to reopen or for other appro- 
priate relief setting forth in detail the 
precise manner in which it has been so 
prejudiced. 


NOTICE OF FILING OF PETITIONS 


No. MC 23929 (Sub-Nos. 1, 4, and 6) 
(Notice of filing of petition for modifica- 
tion of certificates) , filed March 21, 1968. 
Petitioner: ALTO TRUCKING COM- 
PANY, INC. West Hazelton, Pa. Peti- 
tioner’s representative: Chester A. Zyl- 
but, 1522 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. Petitioner is authorized in the 
above-numbered certificates to transport 
general . commodities, over specified 
regular routes in Pennsylvania and New 
Jersey, subject to the following condi- 
tions: The service by motor vehicle to be 
performed by said carrier shall be limited 
to that which is auxiliary to, or supple- 
mental of, rail service of the Lehigh 
Valley Railroad Co., hereinafter called 
the railroad. Said carrier shall not serve 
any point not a station on the line of the 
railroad. Such further specific conditions 
as the Commission, in the future, may 
find it necessary to impose in order to 
restrict said carrier’s operations to serv- 
ice which is auxiliary to, or supple- 
mental of, rail service. In addition, each 
certificate contains a so-called key-point 
restriction, such as: “No shipments shall 
be transported by said carrier as a com- 
mon carrier by motor vehicle between 
any of the following points, or through, 
or to, or from, more than one of the 
said points.” The rail carrier has discon- 
tinued the service for which this au- 
thority was granted between the points 
involved herein. By the instant petition, 
petitioner requests: the Commission re- 
move the restrictions in these certificates 
in order that it may engage in interstate 
commerce in connection with any and all 
forms of transportation. Any interested 
person desiring to participate, may file 
an original and six copies of his written 
representations, views or argument in 
support of, or against the petition within 
30 days from the date of publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

No. MC 105461 (Sub-Nos. 45 and 59) 
(Notice of filing of petition for amend- 
ment to certificate) , filed March 22, 1968. 
Petitioner: HERR’S MOTOR EXPRESS, 
INC., Quarryville, Pa. Petitioner’s repre- 
sentative: Bernard N. Gingerich, 
Quarryville, Pa. Petitioner holds au- 
thority in MC 105461 Subs 45 and 
59 to transport: Roofing and paving 
compounds, in containers, from the 
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plantsite of Monsey Products Co. in 
Philadelphia, Pa., to various points in 
New York and Ohio. By the instant pe- 
tition, petitioner requests that the name 
of the plantsite location be changed from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to read East Pikeland 
Township, Chester County, Pa. Any in- 
terested person desiring to participate, 
may file an original and six copies of his 
written representations, views, or argu- 
ment in support of, or against the pe- 
tition within 30 days from the date of 
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


APPLICATIONS UNDER SECTIONS 5 AND 


210a(b) 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car- 
riers of property or passengers under 
sections 5(a) and 210a(b) of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act and certain other 
proceedings with respect thereto. (49 
CFR 1.240). 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC-F-10084. Authority sought for 
control by THE RAIL-TRAILER CoO., 
228 North La Salle Street, Chicago, Il. 
60601, of P. D. CARROLL TRUCKING 
COMPANY, 1546-54 West Lake Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60607, and for acquisition 
by EUGENE F. RYAN, 228 North La 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60601, of con- 
trol of P. D. CARROLL TRUCKING 
COMPANY, through the acquisition by 
THE RAIL-TRAILER CO. Applicants’ 
attorneys: Lee Reeder and F. W. Taylor, 
Jr., 1221 Baltimore Avenue, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64105. Operating rights sought 
to be controlled: General commodities, 
excepting, among others, household 
goods and commodities in bulk, as a com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, be- 
tween points in Illinois within 50 miles 
of 260 Highland Avenue, Aurora, IIL, 
between Aurora, Ill., and points within 
50 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Dixon, Freeport, Galesburg, 
Metamora, Polo, Princeton, Rockton, 
South Beloit (not including points in 
Wisconsin lying within the South Beloit 
commercial zone), and Stockton, Il. 
(except that there shall be no such 
transportation performed from Chicago, 
Ill., to Galesburg, I1l.); general com- 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods, but not excepting, 
commodities in bulk, between points in 
the Chicago, I1l., commercial zone, as de- 
fined by the Commission in 1 M.C.C. 673; 
and general commodities, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B ex- 
Plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those commodities which, because of 
size or weight, require the use of special 
equipment, between the plantsite of the 
Bethlehem Steel Corp. in Burns Harbor, 
Porter County, Ind., and Chicago, Ml. 
Restriction: The authority granted 
herein is restricted to the transportation 
of shipments originating at, or destined 
to, the plantsite of Bethlehem Steel 
Corp. in Burhs Harbor, Porter County, 
Ind. THE RAIL-TRAILER CO. holds 
no authority from this Commission. 
However, it controls U. S. VAN LINES, 
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INC., 59642 South U.S. 31, Post Office 
Box 2608, South Bend, Ind. which is au- 
thorized to operate as a common carrier 
in South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa, North 
Dakota, Wyoming, Colorado, Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, Arizona, Ark- 
ansas, California, Idaho, Louisiana, 
Montana, North Carolina, Oregon, Ten- 
nessee, Texas, Utah, Washington, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
Maryland, Rhode Island, Delaware, West 
Virginia, Kentucky, Virginia, Florida, 
Georgia, New Hampshire, Maine, Ver- 
mont, and the District of Columbia. Ap- 
plication has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10085. Authority sought for 
purchase by VANCE TRUCKING COM- 
PANY, INCORPORATED; Raleigh Road, 
Post Office Box 1119, Henderson, N.C. 
27536, of the operating rights and prop- 
erty of J. K. WYATT, doing business as 
J. K. WYATT TRUCKING CO., Post 
Office Box 26, Gatesville, N.C. 27938, and 
for acquisition by JOHN C. CHURCH, 
SR., Woodland Road, Henderson, NC., 
and N. P. STRAUSE, Country Club Drive, 
Henderson, N.C., of control of such rights 
and property through the purchase. Ap- 
plicants’ attorney: Edward G. Villalon, 
1735 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: Wood excelsior, as a com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, from 
Elizabeth City, N.C., to points in West 
Virginia, New York, Massachusetts, Ohio, 
Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, Connecticut, and the District of 
Columbia, wooden bozes, box shooks, and 
pallets, from Ahoskie, N.C., to points in 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippi, 
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, with 
restriction; lumber, from points in Tyrell, 
and Dare Counties, N.C., to all points in 
Virginia, Maryland, and the District of 
Columbia, and points (including York 
Springs) in that part of Pennsylvania on 
and east of U.S. Highway 15, from Co- 
lumbia, N.C., to all points in Delaware, 
New Jersey, New York, and West Vir- 
ginia, and points in that part of Penn- 
sylvania west of U.S. Highway 15; lum- 
ber (except veneer and plywood), from 
Sunbury, N.C., to points in North Caro- 
lina within 100 miles thereof, to all points 
in Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, and 
points in New York (except New York, 
N.Y.), from points in Isle of Wight 
County, Va., to points in West Virginia, 
Ohio, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, and Massachusetts; from 
points in Isle of Wight County, Va., to 
points in North Carolina, with restriction. 

Lumber and wood shingles, from Co- 
lumbia, N.C., to points within 25 miles 
thereof, to points in Virginia; barrel 
staves, from points in Gum Neck Town- 
ship, N.C., to Richmond, and Great 
Bridge, Va.; wooden staves, from the site 
of the Richmond Cedar Works Mills, ap- 
proximately 6 miles from Winton, N.C., 
to Richmond, Va.; wooden staves, lum- 
ber, and sawdust, from a point approxi- 
mately 7 miles from Gatesville, N.C., 
known as the Richmond Cedar Works 
Mills, to Richmond, Va.; and wooden 
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fences, including wooden gates, and 
wooden fence materials, from points in 
Gates County, N.C., to points in Ala- 
bama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, In- 
diana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Mississippi, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennes- 
see, Virginia, and West Virginia, with 
restrictions; Cucumbers, in_ brine, 
pickles, and pickle condiments, as a con- 
tract carrier, over regular routes, from 
Ahoskie, N.C., to New York, N.Y., points 
in Nassau County, N.Y., and Bridge- 
port, Conn., and barrels and glass and 
metal containers used in the packing 
and shipment of the commodities de- 
scribed immediately above, from New 
York, N.Y., points in Nassau County, 
N.Y., and Bridgeport, Conn., to Ahoskie, 
N.C., with restriction. Vendee is author- 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
South Carolina, Florida, North Caro- 
lina, Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New York, Delaware, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio, 
West Virginia, and the District of Co- 
lumbia. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10086. Authority sought for 
purchase by CAPITOL TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 2500 North Alameda, Compton, 
Calif. 90222, of a portion of the operat- 
ing rights of ASBURY TRANSPORTA- 
TION CO., 2222 East 38th Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 90058, and for acquisition 
by THE COSMODYNE CORPORATION, 
2920 Columbia Street, Los Angeles, Calif., 
of control of such rights through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorneys and rep- 
resentative: Warren N. Grossman, 825 
City National Bank Building, 606 South 
Olive Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90014, 
James W. Wade, 453 South Spring 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90013, and 
Ronald S. Beard, 634 South Spring 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90014. Operat- 
ing rights sought to be transferred: Liq- 
uid orygen and liquid nitrogen, in bulk, 
in shipper-owned semitrailers, and empty 
shipper-owned semitrailers, as a com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, be- 
tween points in Colorado, between points 
in Colorado on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Laramie and Albany 
Counties, Wyo.; cryogenic liquids and 
liquefied gases which must be main- 
tained at subambient temperatures (ex- 
cept liquefied petroleum gases), in ship- 
per-owned, specially designed semi- 
trailers, loaded or empty, between points 
in Wyoming, between points in Colorado, 
on the one hand, and, ‘on the other, 
points in Wyoming, between points in 
Colorado, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Nebraska, between points 
in Wyoming, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Nebraska, between 
points in Nebraska; liquid orygen and 
liquid nitrogen, in Government-owned or 
shipper-owned trailers, loaded or empty 
between certain specified points in Colo- 
rado, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, 
Oregon, Washington, and Wyoming. 

Liquid orygen and liquid nitrogen, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the site .of 
the Dyess Air Force Base at or near 
Abilene, Tex., and from Abilene, Tex., 
to certain specified points in Texas, from 
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the site of the Walker Air Force Base at 
or near Roswell, N. Mex., and from Ros- 
well, N. Mex., to points in Chaves and 
Lincoln Counties, N. Mex., from the site 
of the Altus Air Force Base at or near 
Altus, Okla., and from Altus, Okla., to 
certain specified points in Oklahoma, 
and Wilbarger County, Tex., from the 
site of the Plattsburgh Air Force Base at 
or near Plattsburgh, N.Y., and from 
Plattsburgh, N.Y., to points in Clinton 
and Essex Counties, N.Y., and Franklin 
and Grand Isle Counties, Vt.; liquid ory- 
gen and liquid nitrogen, in Government- 
owned or shipper-owned tank vehicles, 
from Nimbus, Calif., to Larson Air Force 
Base near Moses Lake, Wash., to points 
within 50 miles thereof, and Mountain 
Home Air Force Base near Mountain 
Home, Idaho, and points within 50 miles 
thereof; nitrogen, orygen, helium, hy- 
drogen, and rocket propellant fuels, in 
tank vehicles owned by the U.S. Govern- 
ment or shipper, between points in South 
Dakota within 50 miles of Rapid City, 
S. Dak.; nitrogen, oxygen, helium, and 
hydrogen, in tank vehicles owned by the 
U.S. Government or shipper, between 
Ellsworth Air Force Base at Rapid City, 
S. Dak., on the one hand, and on the 
other, points in Wyoming, Coloradu; and 
Nebraska; liquid nitrogen, liquid orygen, 
liquid hydrogen, and rocket propellant 
fuels (except helium) in Government- 
owned or shipper-owned tank trailers, 
between Altus Air Force Base, near 
Altus, Okla., and certain specified points 
in Oklahoma, and Wilbarger County, 
Tex., between Dyess Air Force Base, near 
Abilene, Tex., and certain specified 
points in Texas. 

Liquid hydrogen, liquid nitrogen, and 
liquid orygen, in Government-owned or 
shipper-owned tank trailers, between 
Altus Air Force Base, near Altus, Okla., 
Dyess Air Force Base, near Abilene, Tex., 
and certain specified points in Okla- 
homa, and Texas, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, certain specified points in 
California, Denver, and Waterton, Colo., 
Salina, Kans., Lincoln, Nebr., and Ros- 
well, N. Mex.; nitrogen, hydrogen, 
helium, oxygen, and rocket propellant 
fuels, in Government-owned or shipper- 
owned trailers, between Plattsburgh Air 
Force Base, Plattsburgh, N.Y., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, missile sites 
located in New York and Vermont; 
gaseous nitrogen and gaseous helium, in 
Government-owned or shipper-owned 
tube trailers, and of liquid nitrogen in 
Government-owned or shipper-owned 
recharger trailers, between all points 
covered by: the following description: 
Schilling Air Force Base near Salina, 
Kans., Lincoln Air Force Base near Lin- 
coln, Nebr., Altus Air Force Base near 
Altus, Okla., Dyess Air Force Base near 
Abilene, Tex., and all missile sites within 
50 miles of any of the above-named air 
force bases, between all points covered 
by the following description: Walker Air 
Force Base near Roswell, N. Mex., and 
missile sites within 50 miles thereof; 
liquid hydrogen, from the plantsite of 
Air Products & Chemicals, Inc., at or near 
Painesville, Ohio, to points in Alabama, 
California, Colorado, Georgia, Massachu- 
setts, New Jersey, New York, Vermont, 
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and Virginia; liquid orygen, liquid nitro- 
gen, liquid argon, and liquid krypton, 
from the plantsite of Air Products & 
Chemicals, Inc., at or near Cleveland, 
Ohio, to points in Alabama, California, 
Colorado, Georgia, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, New York, Vermont, and Vir- 
ginia; liquid hydrogen, liquid oxygen, 
liquid nitrogen, liquid argon and liquid 
krypton, between West Palm Beach, Fla., 
and points within 50 miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Alabama, California, Colorado, 
Georgia, New Mexico, Ohio, and Ver- 
mont. 

Liquid hydrogen, liquid oxygen, and 
liquid nitrogen, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between points in Alabama, Arizona, 
Arkansas, California, Colorado, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, 
Michigan, Missouri, Montana, New 
Mexico, New York, Nebraska, Nevada, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
Texas, Utah, Vermont, Washington, and 
Wyoming, with restrictions; liquefied 
helium and empty Government-owned 
trailers and dewar containers, between 
Cleveland, Ohio, Richmond, Calif., Ama- 
rillo, Tex., and Otis and Elkhart, Kans., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Huntsville, Ala., certain specified points 
in California, Boulder, Colo., the Ken- 
nedy Space Center near Cape Kennedy, 
Fila., the Michoud Assembly Facility near 
New Orleans, La., the Goddard Space 
Flight Center at Greenbelt, Md., the Mis- 
sissippi Test Facility in Hancock County, 
Miss., the White Sands Test Facility in 
New Mexico, Bethage, N.Y., and the 
Manned Spacecraft Center near Houston, 
Tex.; and in pending Docket No. MC-— 
23939, Sub 159, seeking a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity, cover- 
ing the transportation of liquid oxygen, 
liquid nitrogen, liquid hydrogen, liquid 
argon, and liquid helium, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, as a common carrier, over ir- 
regular routes, between points in Ari- 
zona, California, Colorado, Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in intrastate commerce, within 
the State of California. Application has 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-4265; Filed, Apr. 9, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


NOTICE OF FILING OF MOTOR CAR- 
RIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS 


Aprit 5, 1968. 

The following applications for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in inter- 
state or foreign commerce within the lim- 
its of the intrastate authority sought, 
pursuant to section 206(a) (6) of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act, as amended Oc- 
tober 15, 1962. These applications are 
governed by special rule 1.245 of the 


Commission's rules of practice, published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of April 11, 
1963, page 3533, which provides, among 
other things, that protests and requests 
for information concerning the time and 
place of State commission hearings or 
other proceedings, any subsequent 
changes therein, and any other related 
matters shall be directed to the State 
commission with which the application 
is filed and shail not be addressed to or 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

State Docket No. Case MT-8695, filed 
March 11, 1968. Applicant: LLOYD W. 
HULSE, JR., doing business as NEWEST 
TRANSPORTATION CO., Ross Drive, 
Rural Delivery No. 2, Yorktown Heights, 
N.Y., c/o Kula. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Vincent P. Cerbone, 84 Smith 
Avenue, Mount Kisco, N.Y. 10549. Cer- 
tificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity sought to operate a freight service as 
follows: Transportation of general com- 
modities, between all points in West- 
chester County on the one hand, and, 
on the other, New York City and all 
points in the counties of Nassau, Putnam, 
Rockland, Suffolk, and Westchester. 
Both interstate and intrastate authority 
is sought. 

HEARING: No date has been assigned. 
Requests for procedural information, 
including the time for filing protests, 
concerning this application should be 
addressed to the New York Public Service 
Commission, 55 Elk Street, Albany, N.Y. 
12225, and should not be directed to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

State Docket No. E-13780 Amended, 
filed March 14, 1968. Applicant: COLUM- 
BIA PACIFIC TRANSPORT CO., Post 
Office Box 6252, Kennewick, Wash. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Dean W. Loney 
of Loney, Westland & Raekes, Post Office 
Box 6125, Kennewick, Wash. Certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
sought to operate a freight service as 
follows: Pickup and delivery of freight 
of all kinds and general freight moving 
under rail and barge bills of lading, to 
and from the Tri-City area of Pasco, 
Kennewick, and Richland, Wash., limited 
to points in the State of Washington 
within a radius of 50 road miles of said 
cities. Both intrastate and interstate 
authority sought. 

HEARING: Not yet assigned. Requests 
for procedural information including the 
time for filing protests, concerning this 
application should be addressed to the 
Washington Utilities and Transportation 
Commission, Insurance Building, Olym- 
pia, Wash. 98501, and ‘should not be 
directed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

State Docket No. 26703 MC, filed Feb- 
ruary 1, 1968. Applicant: MUNDELEIN 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, 999 Elm 
Street, Wilwood, Ill. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Daniel Sweeney, 1 North La 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602. Certifi- 
cate of public convenience and necessity 
sought to operate a freight service as fol- 
lows: Transportation of general com- 
modities, between Mundelein, Ill., and 
points within 10 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Chicago, 
Ill., and points in Illinois within the Chi- 
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cago commercial zone. Both intrastate 
and interstate authority sought. 

HEARING: Tuesday, May 21, 1968, at 
10 a.m., 160 North La Salle, Chicago, Ml. 
Requests for procedural information, in- 
cluding the time for filing protests, con- 
cerning this application should be ad- 
dressed to the Illinois Commerce Com- 
mission, Springfield, Ill., and should not 
be directed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

State Docket No. 3,591-M, filed 
March 26, 1968. Applicant: WHITE 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1295 Loveless Ave- 
nue NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30318. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul M. Daniell, Alan E. 
Serby, 1600 First Federal Building, At- 
lanta, Ga. 30303. Certificate of public 


NOTICES 


convenience and necessity sought to op- 
erate a freight service as follows: Trans- 
portation of general commodities, be- 
tween Manchester and Columbus, Ga.; 
from Manchester, Ga., via Georgia State 
Highway 85 (U.S. Highway Alternate 27) 
to Columbus, Ga., and return over the 
same route serving all intermediate 
points in the U.S. Military Reservation 
at Fort Benning, Ga., as an off-route 
point over Georgia Highway 1 (U.S. 280 
and 27). Applicant is also seeking au- 
thority to engage in interstate and for- 
eign commerce over the entire route. Ap- 
plicant also intends to join the authority 
here sought with that presently held in 
intrastate, interstate and foreign com- 
merce. 
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HEARING: Tuesday, May 14, 1968, 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 
Commission’s hearing room at 177 State 
Office Building, 244 Washington Street 
SW., Atlanta, Ga. 30334. Requests for 
procedural information, including the 
time for filing protests, concerning this 
application should be addressed to the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga. 
30334, and should not be directed to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 


By the Commission. 
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[SEAL] H. Nert Garson, 
Secretary. 
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